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PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND BACKGROUND

Project Title
Santa Barbara County Reliability Project

Lead Agency Name and Address

California Public Utilities Commission
505 Van Ness Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94102-3298

Contact Person and Phone Number

Christine McLeod
Project Manager — Regulatory Affairs
(626) 302-3947

Project Location

The Project would be constructed in northwest Ventura County [generally northwest of the City of
San Buenaventura (Ventura)], southeast Santa Barbara County and the City of Carpinteria.
Portions of the Project would be located within the Los Padres National Forest. The Project
includes work to be conducted at the following SCE-owned, existing substations: Carpinteria
Substation, Casitas Substation, Getty Substation, Goleta Substation, Ortega Substation, Santa
Barbara Substation, Santa Clara Substation, and Ventura Substation.

Project Sponsor’s Name and Address

Southern California Edison
2244 Walnut Grove Avenue
Rosemead, CA 91770

General Plan Description

The California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) has primary jurisdiction over the Project
because it authorizes the construction, operation, and maintenance of public utility facilities.
Although such projects are exempt from local land-use and zoning regulations and permitting,
CPUC General Order (G.O.) 131-D Section XIV.B. states that ”... local jurisdictions acting
pursuant to local authority are preempted from regulating electric power line projects, distribution
lines, substations, or electric facilities constructed by public utilities subject to the Commission’s
jurisdiction. However, in locating such projects, the public utilities shall consult with local agencies

Proponent’s Environmental Assessment
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regarding land use matters”. SCE has considered local and state land use plans as part of the
environmental review process as described in the PEA.

The General Plan land use designations for the substations where substantive work would be
conducted are as follows:

Substation Location Surrounding Land Uses

Carpinteria Substation Agriculture, Low Density

Public Facilit
y Residential, Public Facility,
Casitas Substation Existing Community, Open
Existing Community ¢ . Op
Space, Rural
Santa Clara Substation Open Space Agriculture

Zoning

The CPUC has primary jurisdiction over the Project as described above in the General Plan
discussion. The zoning designations for the substations where substantive work would be
conducted are as follows:

Substation Location Surrounding Land Uses
Carpinteria Substation Agriculture, Community Facility
Public Utility District District, Planned Residential

Development District

Casitas Substation . City, Rural Exclusive, Urban
Rural Exclusive : .
Residential,
Santa Clara Substation Open Space Agricultural Exclusive

The majority of the 66 kV subtransmission lines and the telecommunication cable components of
the Project are located in existing SCE rights-of-way on private lands; a short section of both the

Proponent’s Environmental Assessment
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subtransmission line and telecommunications cable crosses lands within the Los Padres National
Forest.

Description of Project

The purpose of the Project is to ensure the availability of safe and reliable electric service to help
meet customer electrical demand in the Santa Barbara County (SB South Coast area) during
emergency conditions while also enhancing operational flexibility. The SB South Coast area
includes the cities of Goleta, Carpinteria, and Santa Barbara, and adjacent areas of
unincorporated southern Santa Barbara County (Electrical Needs Area). The Project includes the
following major components:

e Reconstructing existing 66 kV subtransmission facilities primarily within existing utility rights-of-
way (ROW) between the existing Santa Clara Substation in Ventura County and the existing
Carpinteria Substation located in Santa Barbara County

e Modify subtransmission, substation, or telecommunications equipment within the existing
Carpinteria Substation, Casitas Substation, Getty Substation, Goleta Substation, Ortega
Substation, Santa Barbara Substation, Santa Clara Substation, and Ventura Substation

¢ Installing fiber optic telecommunications equipment for the protection, monitoring and control
of subtransmission and substation equipment

Surrounding Land Uses and Setting

The Santa Barbara County Reliability Project is located in unincorporated areas of Ventura
County, unincorporated areas of Santa Barbara County, and the City of Carpinteria, with portions
in the Los Padres National Forest. The Project is located within the foothills of the Santa Ynez
Mountains, and crosses a variety of terrain, ranging from rugged mountain ridge to coastal plain.
Surface waters in the vicinity of the Project include coastal streams, the Ventura River and
tributaries, Carpinteria Creek and tributaries, and Lake Casitas. Agricultural and residential land
uses occur in the vicinity of the Project. Agricultural uses in the area involve the production of a
wide variety of crops including vegetables, fruits and nuts, flowers and ornamentals, field crops,
and the raising of livestock. Within the vicinity of the Project, most agricultural operations are farms
that cultivate avocado, lime, lemon, and other fruit trees and cattle ranches.

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project. The
impacts to these resources would be reduced to a less than significant level with the
implementation of SCE’s Applicant Proposed Measures as described in Chapter 4.

Proponent’s Environmental Assessment
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X | Aesthetics X | Agriculture and Forestry X | Air Quality

X | Biological Resources X | Cultural Resources X | Geology/Soils

X | Greenhouse Gas Emissions | [X| | Hazards and Hazardous | [X] | Hydrology/Water Quality

Materials
[] | Land Use/Planning [] | Mineral Resources X | Noise
[] | Population/Housing X | Public Services [] | Recreation
X | Transportation/Traffic X | Utilities/Service Systems X | Mandatory  Findings  of

Significance

CEQA Environmental Checklist

This checkilist identifies physical, biological, social and economic factors that might be affected by
the Project. In many cases, background studies performed in connection with the Project indicate
no impacts. A NO IMPACT answer in the last column reflects this determination. Where there is a
need for clarifying discussion, the discussion is included within the body of the environmental
document itself (in this case, the Proponent’s Environmental Assessment). The questions in this
form are intended to encourage the thoughtful assessment of impacts and do not represent
thresholds of significance.

Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
|. AESTHETICS: Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista |:| |:| |Z| |:|
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not |:| |:| |:| |X|

limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a

state scenic highway

Proponent’s Environmental Assessment
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¢) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of

the site and its surroundings?

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would

adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

Il. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES: In determining
whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant
environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California
Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997)
prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation as an optional
model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In
determining whether impacts to forest resources, including
timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead agencies
may refer to information compiled by the California Department of
Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s inventory of
forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment Project
and the Forest Legacy Assessment Project; and the forest carbon
measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted

by the California Air Resources Board. Would the project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of
Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps
prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring
Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural

use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson

Act contract?

Proponent’s Environmental Assessment
Santa Barbara County Reliability Project

Potentially
Significant

Impact

[

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

[

[

Less Than No
Significant Impact
Impact

X L]

X [

A-5



Appendix A
CEQA Checklist

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest
land (as defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)),
timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code section 4526),
or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by
Government Code section 51104(g))?

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to

non-forest use?

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to
their location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to
non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest

use?

Ill. AIR QUALITY: Where available, the significance criteria
established by the applicable air quality management or air
pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following

determinations. Would the project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air

quality plan?

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an

existing or projected air quality violation?

¢) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any
criteria pollutant for which the project region is nonattainment
under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard
(including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative

thresholds for ozone precursors)?

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant

concentrations?

Proponent’s Environmental Assessment
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e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of

people?

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES: Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through
habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate,
sensitive, or special-status species in local or regional plans,
policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish

and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or
other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional
plans, policies, regulations or by the California Department of Fish
and Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service?

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.)
through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other

means?

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident
or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native

wildlife nursery sites?

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or

ordinance?
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f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation
Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved

local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan?

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES: Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a

historical resource as defined in §15064.5?

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an

archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5?

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource

or site or unique geologic feature?

d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of

formal cemeteries?

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS: Would the project:

a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse

effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most
recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the
State Geologist for the area or based on other substantial
evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and

Geology Special Publication 427

i) Strong seismic ground shaking?
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Potentially Less Than

Significant Significant

Impact with

Mitigation

[

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?
iv) Landslides?

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

[ [ I R I R

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that |:|
would become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially

result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence,

liquefaction or collapse?

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the |:| |:|
Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or

property?

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic |:| |:|

tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems where sewers

are not available for the disposal of waste water?

VIl. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS: Would the project:

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or |:| |:|

indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment?

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted

for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases? D D
VIIl. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS: Would the

project:

Proponent’s Environmental Assessment
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Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact with Impact
Mitigation
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment |:| |:| |X| |:|
through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous
materials?
b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment |:| |:| |X| |:|
through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions
involving the release of hazardous materials into the
environment?
c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely |:| |:| |X| |:|
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter
mile of an existing or proposed school?
d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous |:| |:| |:| |X|
materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section
65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to
the public or the environment?
e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where |:| |:| |:| |Z|
such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the project area?
f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the |:| |:| |:| |X|
project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in
the project area?
g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted |:| D |X| D
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?
h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or |:| |:| |Z| |:|

death involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are
adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed

with wildlands?

Proponent’s Environmental Assessment
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IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY: Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge

requirements?

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there would be
a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local

groundwater table level?

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or
area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or
river, in a manner which would result in substantial erosion or

siltation on- or off-site?

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or
area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or
river, or substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff

in a manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site?

e) Create or contribute to runoff water, which would exceed the
capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or

provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff?

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped
on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate

Map or other flood hazard delineation map?

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which

would impede or redirect flood flows?

Proponent’s Environmental Assessment
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i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or
death involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure

of a levee or dam?

j) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or

death involving inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING: Would the project:

a) Physically divide an established community?

b)Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation
of an agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not
limited to the general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or
zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or

mitigating an environmental effect?

¢) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural

community conservation plan?

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES: Would the project:

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource

that would be of value to the region and the residents of the state?

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral
resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific

plan or other land use plan?
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XIIl. NOISE: Would the project result in:

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess
of standards established in the local general plan or noise

ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive

groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

¢) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the

project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the

project?

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where
such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport, would the project expose people

residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the
project expose people residing or working in the project area to

excessive noise levels?

XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING: Would the project:

a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly
(for example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or
indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other

infrastructure)?
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b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating

the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the

construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES: Would the project:

a) Result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities,
need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant environmental
impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response
times or other performance objectives for any of the public

services:

Fire protection?

Police protection?

Schools?

Parks?

Other public facilities?

XV. RECREATION: Would the project:

a) Increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks
or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical

deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated?
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b) Include recreational facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities which might have an adverse

physical effect on the environment?

XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC: Would the project:

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy
establishing measures of effectiveness for the performance of the
circulation system, taking into account all modes of transportation
including mass transit and non-motorized travel and relevant
components of the circulation system, including but not limited to
intersections, streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian and

bicycle paths, and mass transit?

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion management program,
including, but not limited to level of service standards and travel
demand measures, or other standards established by the county
congestion management agency for designated roads or
highways?

¢) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an
increase in traffic levels or a change in location that results in

substantial safety risks?

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g.,
sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses

(e.g., farm equipment)?

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?

f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans or programs regarding
public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise

decrease the performance or safety of such facilities?
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Santa Barbara County Reliability Project

Potentially
Significant

Impact

[

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

[

Less Than
Significant

Impact

[

No
Impact

A-15



Appendix A
CEQA Checklist

XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS: Would the project:

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable

Regional Water Quality Control Board?

b) Require or result in the construction of new water or
wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities,
the construction of which could cause significant environmental

effects?

c) Require or result in the construction of new storm water
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant environmental

effects?

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project
from existing entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded

entitlements needed?

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider
which serves or may serve the project that it has adequate
capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in addition to the

provider’s existing commitments?

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to

accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs?

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations

related to solid waste?
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XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife
species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, substantially reduce the number or restrict the range
of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important

examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory?

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but
cumulatively considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable” means
that the incremental effects of a project are considerable when
viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects
of other current projects, and the effects of probable future

projects)?

c) Does the project have environmental effects which will cause
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or

indirectly?

Potentially
Significant

Impact

SOURCES AND EXPLANATIONS OF ANSWERS

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than No
Significant Impact
Impact

Chapter 4 of the PEA provides detailed discussions for each resource area.
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Southern California Edison

Estela Aguilar, Project Analyst

Steven K. Alford, Manager of Licensing and Execution Management, Transmission Project Delivery, BS
Organizational Management, University of La Verne; Certificate in Project Management, University of
California Irvine; Certificate in Construction Management, University of California Los Angeles

Tammy Chavez, Air Quality Specialist, BS Environmental Science, University of California, Riverside
Charlene Comeaux, Project Analyst, BS Business Administration, California State University, Los Angeles

Mike DeFrisco, Engineer 1, BS Geology, CSU Northridge, California Professional Geologist PG 8624,
California Certified Engineering Geologist CEG 2574

H. Steve Eimer, GIS Specialist/Scientist 1l, BA Geography, The University of Montana, PMI Certification -
University of California — Irvine, Geodatabase Certification - ESRI

Jack Haggenmiller, P.E., Project Manager, MBA, Pepperdine University, BS Electrical Engineering,
University of Southern California, California Registered Electrical Engineer #15693

Kendra Heinicke, Estimator, BS Electrical Engineering, West Coast University
Merry Hercules, Telecommunication Engineer, BSc, Anglia Ruskin University

John R. Johnsen, Manager Project/Product 2, BA Biology, California State University Northridge,
California Registered Environmental Assessor (REA), California Registered Environmental Health
Specialist (REHS)

Jason Kelley, P.E., Engineer 3, BS Architectural Engineering, California Polytechnic State University,
California Registered Civil Engineer #76747

Dmitriy Klempner, Senior Engineer, BS Electrical Engineering (Automation), Donetsk Polytechnic
University, Ukraine, California Registered Professional Engineer

Kim Koeppen, Licensing Project Manager, BA Sociology/Community Development, The Evergreen State
College, PMI Certification, UC Irvine

Alisa Krizek, Environmental Coordinator, BA Political Science, California State University, San Bernardino

Philippe Lapin, Manager, MA, Anthropology, California State University, Fullerton BA, Anthropology,
University of California Irvine

Justin Larson, Land Acquisition — Real Properties, BA Sociology, San Diego State University, Licensed
California Real Estate Salesperson

Robert Martinez, Jr., Planner 2



Xinling Ouyang, Environmental Projects Coordinator, MS Environmental Health Sciences, University of
California, Los Angeles

Cornelis Overweg, P.E., Senior Environmental Noise Specialist, MS Mechanical Engineering, H.T.S.
Amsterdam, INCE Bd. Cert., LEED=AP, California Registered Mechanical Engineer #31967

Natasha Tabares, Archaeologist, MA, Anthropology (Archaeology), California State University,
Northridge

Ryan Sisk, P.E, Engineer 3, BS Electrical Engineering, California Polytechnic State University, California
Registered Electrical Engineer #18567

Shirin Tolle, Senior Environmental Specialist, BS Mechanical Engineering, California Polytechnic State
University, San Luis Obispo, CPESC, QSD/QSP, EIT

Grace Yao, Corporate Representative, Local Public Affairs (LPA), Public Involvement, CSBU, MPP,
University of California Los Angeles

ARCADIS

Jason Adams, Staff Geologist, MS Geological Sciences, University of Colorado, Wyoming Professional
Geologist PG-3826

Peter Boucher, Environmental Scientist, MS Environmental Engineering, Northeastern University

Michael Burrill, Senior Acoustical Scientist, BA Applied Physics with Emphasis on Theoretical Acoustics,
University of California at San Diego, Member of the Acoustical Society of America (ASA); Member of the
Institute of Noise Control Engineering (INCE)

Bryan Chen, Senior Environmental Engineer, MS Environmental Engineering, Johns Hopkins University,
LEED Green Associate

Adam Davis-Turak, Scientist, BS Environmental Science, BS Political Science, University of Oregon

Paul Cartier, Staff Scientist, MS Environmental Science, Alaska Pacific University

Kevin Fowler, Project Acoustical Scientist, BA Theoretical and Applied Acoustics, Columbia College,
Member of the Acoustical Society of America (ASA), Member of the Institute of Noise Control Engineering
(INCE)

Anders Haugen, Scientist 1, BA Geosciences, Williams College

Conrad Mulligan, Senior Scientist, MSc Marine Policy, London School of Economics and Political Science

Philip Nicolay, P.G., Principal Geologist, BA Geology, San Francisco State University, California Registered
Geologist #6632



BioResource Consultants, Inc.

Chuck Schade, Biologist/Project Manager, MS Wildlife and Fisheries Sciences, University of Arizona

Cogstone Resource Management

Zach Wilson, RPA, Consulting Archaeologist, MA Anthropology, Washington State University

Environmental Vision

Charles Cornwall, APA, MS Landscape Architecture, University of California at Berkeley

Marsha Gale, ASLA, MS, City and Regional Planning, MS City & Regional Planning, MS Landscape
Architecture, University of California at Berkeley

Nana Kirk, ASLA, Ph.D. Environmental Planning, University of California at Berkeley

People’s Choice Staffing

J. Shawn Blanton, P.E., Engineer 3 - Contingent Worker, BS Civil Engineering, University of Florida,
California Registered Civil Engineer #65823

Lauren Chirico, Project Engineer, BBA Marketing/Finance, Baruch College, C.U.N.Y.
Psomas

Joanna "Asia" Baczyk, Consulting Biologist, Psomas, MA Conservation Biology, Columbia University
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Mr. Dave Singleton February 10, 2012
Program Analyst

Native American Heritage Commission

915 Capitol Mall, Room 364

Sacramento, CA 95814

SUBJECT: Native American Consultation Regarding the Proposed Santa Barbara County
Reliability Project, Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties, California.

Dear Mr. Singleton:

Southern California Edison (SCE) proposes to reconductor portions of the Santa Clara-Getty 66 kV, Santa
Clara-Carpinteria 66 kV, and Santa Clara-Ojai-Santa Barbara 66 kV subtransmission lines, between Santa
Clara Substation and Carpinteria Substation, in Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties. The reconductoring
project consists of the removal of existing structures and electrical lines and the installation of new
structures, electrical lines and fiber optic cable within SCE’s existing transmission corridor. The location of
the proposed project area is shown in the attached maps (Figure 1). SCE requests a review of the Sacred
Lands File for the siting of the proposed Santa Barbara County Reliability Project (SBCRP).

The project area is depicted on the Saticoy, Ventura, Pitas Point, White Ledge Peak, and Carpinteria USGS
7.5 Minute Series Topographic Quadrangles. The project area is located on portions of Sections 18, 19, 20,
28 and 33, Township 3 North, Range 22 West, on portions of Sections 5, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 13 and 14,
Township 3 North, Range 23 West, on portions of Sections 1, 2, 3 and 4, Township 3 North, Range 24
West, on portions of Sections 29, 31, 32, 33 and 34, Township 4 North, Range 24 West, and on portions of
Sections 15, 16, 21, 23, 25, 27, 29, 35 and 36, Township 4 North, Range 25 West, San Bernardino Base
Meridian (SBBM).

SCE would appreciate any information you may have regarding Native American cultural resources located
in or near the proposed project location that could be affected by the proposed project. Any information
concerning the identity, location, character, and traditional use of cultural places identified during
consultation will be considered confidential.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at (626) 404-6812, or via email at
zachary.wilson@sce.com. Thank you for your assistance and participation in this project.

Sincerely,

J

Zach Wilson, MA, RPA

Consulting Archaeologist

Cogstone Resource Management

Supporting Corporate Environment, Health and Safety

Southern California Edison
1218 S. Fifth Avenue
Monrovia, CA 91016
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STATE OF CALIFOBNIA Edmund G. Brown Jr., Governor

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
915 CAPITOL MALL, ROOM 364

SACRAMENTQ, CA 95814

(916) 653-4082

Fax (916) 657-5380

Web 5ite www._nahc.ca.gov

February 14, 2012

Zach Wilson

Southern California Edison
1218 S. Fifth Avenue
Monrovia, CA 91016

Sent by Fax: N/A
# of Pages: 4

RE: Santa Barbara County Reliability Project, Ventura and Santa Barbara County

Dear Mr. Wilson:

A record search of the sacred land file has failed to indicate the presence of Native American
cultural resources in the immediate project area. The absence of specific site information in the
sacred lands file does not indicate the absence of cultural resources in any project area. Other
sources of cultural resources should also be contacted for information regarding known and
recorded sites.

Enclosed is a list of Native Americans individuals/organizations who may have knowledge of
cultural resources in the project area. The Commission makes no recommendation or
preference of a single individual, or group over another. This list should provide a starting place
in locating areas of potential adverse impact within the proposed project area. | suggest you
contact all of those indicated, if they cannot supply information, they might recommend others
with specific knowledge. By contacting all those listed, your organization will be better able to
respond to claims of failure to consult with the appropriate tribe or group. If a response has not
been received within two weeks of notification, the Commission requests that you follow-up with
a telephone call to ensure that the project information has been received.

If you receive naotification of change of addresses and phone numbers from any of these
individuals or groups, please notify me. With your assistance we are able to assure that our
lists contain current information. If you have any questions or need additional information,
please contact me at (918) 653-4040.

Sincerely,

Kag YW&M?/

Katy Sanchez
Program Analyst

e o



Native American Contact List
Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties
February 14, 2012

Ernestine DaSoto

1317 San Andres St., Apt A Chumash
Santa Barbara ; CA 93101

(805) 962-3598

Beverly Salazar Folkes

1931 Shadybrook Drive Chumash

Thousand OQaks , CA 91382 Tataviam

folkes@msn.com "
805 492-7255 Ferrnandefio

(805) 558-1154 - cell

Owl Clan
Dr. Kote & Lin A-Lul'Koy Lotah

48825 Sapaque Road
Bradley » CA 93426

mupaka@gmail.com
(805) 472-9536

Chumash

Santa Ynez Band of Mission Indians
Vincent Armenta, Chairperson

P.O. Box 517
Santa Ynez » CA 93460

varmenta@santaynezchumash.
(805) 688-7997

(805) 686-9578 Fax

Chumash

This list is current only as of the date of this document.

Barbareno/Ventureno Band of Mission Indians
Julie Lynn Tumamait, Chairwoman

365 North Poli Ave Chumash
Ojai » CA 93023

jtumamait@sbcglobal.net
(805) 646-6214

Patrick Tumamait

992 El Camino Corto

Qjai » CA 93023
(805) 640-0481

(805) 216-1253 Cell

Chumash

San Luis Obispo County Chumash Council
Chief Mark Steven Vigil

1030 Ritchie Road Chumash
Grover Beach . CA 93433

cheifmvigil @fix.net

(805) 481-2461

(805) 474-4729 - Fax

John Ruiz

1826 Stanwood Drive Chumash

Santa Barbara ;- CA 93103
(805) 965-8983

Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of the statutory responsibility as defined in Section 7050.5 of the Health and Safety Code,
Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code.

- This list is only applicable for contacting local Native Americans with regard to cultural resources for the proposed

Santa Barbara County Reliability Project; Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties.



Native American Contact List
Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties
February 14, 2012

Gilbert M. Unzueta Jr.

571 Citation Way Chumash
Thousand Oaks , CA 91320

(805) 375-7229

Owl Clan

Qun-tan Shup

48825 Sapaque Road Chumash
Bradley » CA 93426

mupaka@gmail.com
(805) 472-9536 phoneffax

{805) 835-2382 - CELL

Stephen William Miller
189 Cartagena Chumash

Camarillo » CA 93010
(805) 484-2439

Santa Ynez Tribal Elders Council
Adelina Alva-Padilla, Chair Woman

P.O. Box 365 Chumash
Santa Ynez » GA 93460

elders@santaynezchumash.org
(805) 688-8446

(805) 693-1768 FAX

This list is current only as of the date of this document.

Randy Guzman - Folkes

6471 Cornell Circle Chumash
Moorpark » CA 93021 Fernandefio
ndnRandy@yahoo.com Tataviam

(805) 905-1675 - cell Shoshone Paiute

Yaqui

Coastal Band of the Chumash Nation
Vennise Miller, Chairperson

P.O. Box 4464 Chumash

Santa Barbara » CA 93140
805-305-5517

Charles S. Parra
P.O. Box 6612 Chumash

Oxnard » CA 93031
(805) 340-3134 (Cell)
(805) 488-0481 (Home)

Richard Angulo
2513 Laney Circle Chumash
Denton » TX 76208

Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of the statutory responsibility as defined in Section 7050.5 of the Health and Safety Code,
Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code.

This list is only applicable for contacting local Native Americans with regard to cultural resources for the proposed
Santa Barbara County Reliability Project; Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties,



Native American Contact List
Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties
February 14, 2012

Santa Ynez Band of Mission Indians

Tribal Administrator Aylisha Diane Marie Garcia Napoleone
P.O. Box 517 Chumash 33054 Decker School Road Chumash
Santa Ynez » CA 93460 Malibu » CA 90265
info@santaynezchumash. 702-741-6935

(805) 688-7997
(805) 686-9578 Fax

Carol A. Pulido

165 Mountainview Street Chumash

Oak View » CA 93022
805-649-2743 (Home)

Melissa M. Parra-Hernandez
119 North Balsam Street Chumash
Oxnard » CA 93030

envyy36@yahoo.com
80%3-883-7 64

Frank Arredondo
PO Box 161 Chumash
Santa Barbara ., Ca 93102

ksen_sku_mu@yahoo.com
805-617-6884

ksen_sku_mu@yahoo.com

This list is current only as of the date of this docurnent.

Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of the statutory responsibility as defined in Section 7050.5 of the Health and Safety Code,
Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section 5097.98 of the Pubiic Resources Code.

This list is only applicable for contacting local Native Americans with regard to cultural resources for the proposed
Santa Barbara County Reliability Project; Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties.



Adelina Alva-Padilla February 27, 2012
Chair Woman, Santa Ynez Tribal Elders Council

P.O. Box 365

Santa Ynez, CA 93460

SUBJECT: Native American Consultation Regarding the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project,
Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties, California.

Dear Mrs. Alva-Padilla:

At the recommendation of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), SCE requests your input
regarding the identification of potential impacts to cultural resources, sacred lands or other heritage sites
located within the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project (SBCRP). The project consists of the removal
of existing structures and electrical lines, and the construction and installation of new structures, electrical
lines and fiber optic cable. The location of the project route is shown in the attached map (Figure 1).

The project is located within a 33.5 mile segment of SCE’s existing transmission corridor, between Santa
Clara Substation and Carpinteria Substation. As shown on the attached map, the project area is depicted on
the Saticoy, Ventura, Pitas Point, White Ledge Peak, and Carpinteria USGS 7.5 Minute Series Topographic
Quadrangles.

SCE would appreciate any information you may have regarding Native American cultural resources located
in or near the proposed project location. Any information concerning the location, identity, character and
traditional use of cultural places identified during consultation will be considered confidential.

For project planning purposes SCE is requesting to receive any questions or concerns regarding this project
no later than 30 days from the receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at (626) 462-8669, or via email at
natasha.tabares@sce.com.

Thank you for your assistance and participation.

Sincerely,

Natasha Tabares, MA, RPA

Archaeologist

Biological and Archaeological Resources Group
Corporate Environment, Health and Safety

Southern California Edison
1218 S. Fifth Avenue
Monrovia, CA 91016


mailto:natasha.tabares@sce.com

Aylisha Diane Marie Garcia Napoleone February 27, 2012
33054 Decker School Road
Malibu, CA 90265

SUBJECT: Native American Consultation Regarding the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project,
Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties, California.

Dear Mrs. Napoleone:

At the recommendation of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), SCE requests your input
regarding the identification of potential impacts to cultural resources, sacred lands or other heritage sites
located within the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project (SBCRP). The project consists of the removal
of existing structures and electrical lines, and the construction and installation of new structures, electrical
lines and fiber optic cable. The location of the project route is shown in the attached map (Figure 1).

The project is located within a 33.5 mile segment of SCE’s existing transmission corridor, between Santa
Clara Substation and Carpinteria Substation. As shown on the attached map, the project area is depicted on
the Saticoy, Ventura, Pitas Point, White Ledge Peak, and Carpinteria USGS 7.5 Minute Series Topographic
Quadrangles.

SCE would appreciate any information you may have regarding Native American cultural resources located
in or near the proposed project location. Any information concerning the location, identity, character and
traditional use of cultural places identified during consultation will be considered confidential.

For project planning purposes SCE is requesting to receive any questions or concerns regarding this project
no later than 30 days from the receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at (626) 462-8669, or via email at
natasha.tabares@sce.com.

Thank you for your assistance and participation.

Sincerely,

Natasha Tabares, MA, RPA

Archaeologist

Biological and Archaeological Resources Group
Corporate Environment, Health and Safety

Southern California Edison
1218 S. Fifth Avenue
Monrovia, CA 91016


mailto:natasha.tabares@sce.com

Mrs. Beverly Salazar Folkes February 27, 2012
1931 Shadybrook Drive
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362

SUBJECT: Native American Consultation Regarding the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project,
Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties, California.

Dear Mrs. Folkes:

At the recommendation of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), SCE requests your input
regarding the identification of potential impacts to cultural resources, sacred lands or other heritage sites
located within the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project (SBCRP). The project consists of the removal
of existing structures and electrical lines, and the construction and installation of new structures, electrical
lines and fiber optic cable. The location of the project route is shown in the attached map (Figure 1).

The project is located within a 33.5 mile segment of SCE’s existing transmission corridor, between Santa
Clara Substation and Carpinteria Substation. As shown on the attached map, the project area is depicted on
the Saticoy, Ventura, Pitas Point, White Ledge Peak, and Carpinteria USGS 7.5 Minute Series Topographic
Quadrangles.

SCE would appreciate any information you may have regarding Native American cultural resources located
in or near the proposed project location. Any information concerning the location, identity, character and
traditional use of cultural places identified during consultation will be considered confidential.

For project planning purposes SCE is requesting to receive any questions or concerns regarding this project
no later than 30 days from the receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at (626) 462-8669, or via email at
natasha.tabares@sce.com.

Thank you for your assistance and participation.

Sincerely,

Natasha Tabares, MA, RPA

Archaeologist

Biological and Archaeological Resources Group
Corporate Environment, Health and Safety

Southern California Edison
1218 S. Fifth Avenue
Monrovia, CA 91016


mailto:natasha.tabares@sce.com

Carol A. Pulido February 27, 2012
165 Mountainview Street
Oak View, CA 93022

SUBJECT: Native American Consultation Regarding the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project,
Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties, California.

Dear Mrs. Pulido:

At the recommendation of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), SCE requests your input
regarding the identification of potential impacts to cultural resources, sacred lands or other heritage sites
located within the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project (SBCRP). The project consists of the removal
of existing structures and electrical lines, and the construction and installation of new structures, electrical
lines and fiber optic cable. The location of the project route is shown in the attached map (Figure 1).

The project is located within a 33.5 mile segment of SCE’s existing transmission corridor, between Santa
Clara Substation and Carpinteria Substation. As shown on the attached map, the project area is depicted on
the Saticoy, Ventura, Pitas Point, White Ledge Peak, and Carpinteria USGS 7.5 Minute Series Topographic
Quadrangles.

SCE would appreciate any information you may have regarding Native American cultural resources located
in or near the proposed project location. Any information concerning the location, identity, character and
traditional use of cultural places identified during consultation will be considered confidential.

For project planning purposes SCE is requesting to receive any questions or concerns regarding this project
no later than 30 days from the receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at (626) 462-8669, or via email at
natasha.tabares@sce.com.

Thank you for your assistance and participation.

Sincerely,

Natasha Tabares, MA, RPA

Archaeologist

Biological and Archaeological Resources Group
Corporate Environment, Health and Safety

Southern California Edison
1218 S. Fifth Avenue
Monrovia, CA 91016


mailto:natasha.tabares@sce.com

Charles S. Parra February 27, 2012
P.O. Box 6612
Oxnard, CA 93031

SUBJECT: Native American Consultation Regarding the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project,
Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties, California.

Dear Mr. Parra:

At the recommendation of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), SCE requests your input
regarding the identification of potential impacts to cultural resources, sacred lands or other heritage sites
located within the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project (SBCRP). The project consists of the removal
of existing structures and electrical lines, and the construction and installation of new structures, electrical
lines and fiber optic cable. The location of the project route is shown in the attached map (Figure 1).

The project is located within a 33.5 mile segment of SCE’s existing transmission corridor, between Santa
Clara Substation and Carpinteria Substation. As shown on the attached map, the project area is depicted on
the Saticoy, Ventura, Pitas Point, White Ledge Peak, and Carpinteria USGS 7.5 Minute Series Topographic
Quadrangles.

SCE would appreciate any information you may have regarding Native American cultural resources located
in or near the proposed project location. Any information concerning the location, identity, character and
traditional use of cultural places identified during consultation will be considered confidential.

For project planning purposes SCE is requesting to receive any questions or concerns regarding this project
no later than 30 days from the receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at (626) 462-8669, or via email at
natasha.tabares@sce.com.

Thank you for your assistance and participation.

Sincerely,

Natasha Tabares, MA, RPA

Archaeologist

Biological and Archaeological Resources Group
Corporate Environment, Health and Safety

Southern California Edison
1218 S. Fifth Avenue
Monrovia, CA 91016


mailto:natasha.tabares@sce.com

Chief Mark Steven Vigil February 27, 2012
San Luis Obispo County Chumash Council

1030 Ritchie Road

Grover Beach, CA 93433

SUBJECT: Native American Consultation Regarding the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project,
Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties, California.

Dear Mr. Vigil:

At the recommendation of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), SCE requests your input
regarding the identification of potential impacts to cultural resources, sacred lands or other heritage sites
located within the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project (SBCRP). The project consists of the removal
of existing structures and electrical lines, and the construction and installation of new structures, electrical
lines and fiber optic cable. The location of the project route is shown in the attached map (Figure 1).

The project is located within a 33.5 mile segment of SCE’s existing transmission corridor, between Santa
Clara Substation and Carpinteria Substation. As shown on the attached map, the project area is depicted on
the Saticoy, Ventura, Pitas Point, White Ledge Peak, and Carpinteria USGS 7.5 Minute Series Topographic
Quadrangles.

SCE would appreciate any information you may have regarding Native American cultural resources located
in or near the proposed project location. Any information concerning the location, identity, character and
traditional use of cultural places identified during consultation will be considered confidential.

For project planning purposes SCE is requesting to receive any questions or concerns regarding this project
no later than 30 days from the receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at (626) 462-8669, or via email at
natasha.tabares@sce.com.

Thank you for your assistance and participation.

Sincerely,

Natasha Tabares, MA, RPA

Archaeologist

Biological and Archaeological Resources Group
Corporate Environment, Health and Safety

Southern California Edison
1218 S. Fifth Avenue
Monrovia, CA 91016


mailto:natasha.tabares@sce.com

Dr. Kote & Lin A-Lul'Koy Lotah February 27, 2012
48825 Sapaque Road
Bradley, CA 93426

SUBJECT: Native American Consultation Regarding the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project,
Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties, California.

Dear Dr. Kote & Lin A-Lul'Koy Lotah:

At the recommendation of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), SCE requests your input
regarding the identification of potential impacts to cultural resources, sacred lands or other heritage sites
located within the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project (SBCRP). The project consists of the removal
of existing structures and electrical lines, and the construction and installation of new structures, electrical
lines and fiber optic cable. The location of the project route is shown in the attached map (Figure 1).

The project is located within a 33.5 mile segment of SCE’s existing transmission corridor, between Santa
Clara Substation and Carpinteria Substation. As shown on the attached map, the project area is depicted on
the Saticoy, Ventura, Pitas Point, White Ledge Peak, and Carpinteria USGS 7.5 Minute Series Topographic
Quadrangles.

SCE would appreciate any information you may have regarding Native American cultural resources located
in or near the proposed project location. Any information concerning the location, identity, character and
traditional use of cultural places identified during consultation will be considered confidential.

For project planning purposes SCE is requesting to receive any questions or concerns regarding this project
no later than 30 days from the receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at (626) 462-8669, or via email at
natasha.tabares@sce.com.

Thank you for your assistance and participation.

Sincerely,

Natasha Tabares, MA, RPA

Archaeologist

Biological and Archaeological Resources Group
Corporate Environment, Health and Safety

Southern California Edison
1218 S. Fifth Avenue
Monrovia, CA 91016


mailto:natasha.tabares@sce.com

Mrs. Ernestine DeSoto February 27, 2012
1317 San Andres St., Apt. A
Santa Barbara, CA 93101

SUBJECT: Native American Consultation Regarding the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project,
Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties, California.

Dear Mrs. Soto:

At the recommendation of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), SCE requests your input
regarding the identification of potential impacts to cultural resources, sacred lands or other heritage sites
located within the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project (SBCRP). The project consists of the removal
of existing structures and electrical lines, and the construction and installation of new structures, electrical
lines and fiber optic cable. The location of the project route is shown in the attached map (Figure 1).

The project is located within a 33.5 mile segment of SCE’s existing transmission corridor, between Santa
Clara Substation and Carpinteria Substation. As shown on the attached map, the project area is depicted on
the Saticoy, Ventura, Pitas Point, White Ledge Peak, and Carpinteria USGS 7.5 Minute Series Topographic
Quadrangles.

SCE would appreciate any information you may have regarding Native American cultural resources located
in or near the proposed project location. Any information concerning the location, identity, character and
traditional use of cultural places identified during consultation will be considered confidential.

For project planning purposes SCE is requesting to receive any questions or concerns regarding this project
no later than 30 days from the receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at (626) 462-8669, or via email at
natasha.tabares@sce.com.

Thank you for your assistance and participation.

Sincerely,

Natasha Tabares, MA, RPA

Archaeologist

Biological and Archaeological Resources Group
Corporate Environment, Health and Safety

Southern California Edison
1218 S. Fifth Avenue
Monrovia, CA 91016


mailto:natasha.tabares@sce.com

Frank Arredondo February 27, 2012
P.O. Box 161
Santa Barbara, CA 93102

SUBJECT: Native American Consultation Regarding the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project,
Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties, California.

Dear Mr. Arredondo:

At the recommendation of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), SCE requests your input
regarding the identification of potential impacts to cultural resources, sacred lands or other heritage sites
located within the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project (SBCRP). The project consists of the removal
of existing structures and electrical lines, and the construction and installation of new structures, electrical
lines and fiber optic cable. The location of the project route is shown in the attached map (Figure 1).

The project is located within a 33.5 mile segment of SCE’s existing transmission corridor, between Santa
Clara Substation and Carpinteria Substation. As shown on the attached map, the project area is depicted on
the Saticoy, Ventura, Pitas Point, White Ledge Peak, and Carpinteria USGS 7.5 Minute Series Topographic
Quadrangles.

SCE would appreciate any information you may have regarding Native American cultural resources located
in or near the proposed project location. Any information concerning the location, identity, character and
traditional use of cultural places identified during consultation will be considered confidential.

For project planning purposes SCE is requesting to receive any questions or concerns regarding this project
no later than 30 days from the receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at (626) 462-8669, or via email at
natasha.tabares@sce.com.

Thank you for your assistance and participation.

Sincerely,

Natasha Tabares, MA, RPA

Archaeologist

Biological and Archaeological Resources Group
Corporate Environment, Health and Safety

Southern California Edison
1218 S. Fifth Avenue
Monrovia, CA 91016


mailto:natasha.tabares@sce.com

Gilbert M. Unzueta Jr. February 27, 2012
571 Citation Way
Thousand Oaks, CA 91320

SUBJECT: Native American Consultation Regarding the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project,
Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties, California.

Dear Mr. Unzueta Jr.:

At the recommendation of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), SCE requests your input
regarding the identification of potential impacts to cultural resources, sacred lands or other heritage sites
located within the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project (SBCRP). The project consists of the removal
of existing structures and electrical lines, and the construction and installation of new structures, electrical
lines and fiber optic cable. The location of the project route is shown in the attached map (Figure 1).

The project is located within a 33.5 mile segment of SCE’s existing transmission corridor, between Santa
Clara Substation and Carpinteria Substation. As shown on the attached map, the project area is depicted on
the Saticoy, Ventura, Pitas Point, White Ledge Peak, and Carpinteria USGS 7.5 Minute Series Topographic
Quadrangles.

SCE would appreciate any information you may have regarding Native American cultural resources located
in or near the proposed project location. Any information concerning the location, identity, character and
traditional use of cultural places identified during consultation will be considered confidential.

For project planning purposes SCE is requesting to receive any questions or concerns regarding this project
no later than 30 days from the receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at (626) 462-8669, or via email at
natasha.tabares@sce.com.

Thank you for your assistance and participation.

Sincerely,

Natasha Tabares, MA, RPA

Archaeologist

Biological and Archaeological Resources Group
Corporate Environment, Health and Safety

Southern California Edison
1218 S. Fifth Avenue
Monrovia, CA 91016


mailto:natasha.tabares@sce.com

John Ruiz February 27, 2012
1826 Stanwood Drive
Santa Barbara, CA 93103

SUBJECT: Native American Consultation Regarding the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project,
Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties, California.

Dear Mr. Ruiz:

At the recommendation of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), SCE requests your input
regarding the identification of potential impacts to cultural resources, sacred lands or other heritage sites
located within the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project (SBCRP). The project consists of the removal
of existing structures and electrical lines, and the construction and installation of new structures, electrical
lines and fiber optic cable. The location of the project route is shown in the attached map (Figure 1).

The project is located within a 33.5 mile segment of SCE’s existing transmission corridor, between Santa
Clara Substation and Carpinteria Substation. As shown on the attached map, the project area is depicted on
the Saticoy, Ventura, Pitas Point, White Ledge Peak, and Carpinteria USGS 7.5 Minute Series Topographic
Quadrangles.

SCE would appreciate any information you may have regarding Native American cultural resources located
in or near the proposed project location. Any information concerning the location, identity, character and
traditional use of cultural places identified during consultation will be considered confidential.

For project planning purposes SCE is requesting to receive any questions or concerns regarding this project
no later than 30 days from the receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at (626) 462-8669, or via email at
natasha.tabares@sce.com.

Thank you for your assistance and participation.

Sincerely,

Natasha Tabares, MA, RPA

Archaeologist

Biological and Archaeological Resources Group
Corporate Environment, Health and Safety

Southern California Edison
1218 S. Fifth Avenue
Monrovia, CA 91016


mailto:natasha.tabares@sce.com

Julie Lynn Tumamait February 27, 2012
Chairwoman, Barbareno/Ventureno Band of Mission Indians

365 North Poli Avenue

Ojai, CA 93023

SUBJECT: Native American Consultation Regarding the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project,
Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties, California.

Dear Mrs. Tumamait:

At the recommendation of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), SCE requests your input
regarding the identification of potential impacts to cultural resources, sacred lands or other heritage sites
located within the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project (SBCRP). The project consists of the removal
of existing structures and electrical lines, and the construction and installation of new structures, electrical
lines and fiber optic cable. The location of the project route is shown in the attached map (Figure 1).

The project is located within a 33.5 mile segment of SCE’s existing transmission corridor, between Santa
Clara Substation and Carpinteria Substation. As shown on the attached map, the project area is depicted on
the Saticoy, Ventura, Pitas Point, White Ledge Peak, and Carpinteria USGS 7.5 Minute Series Topographic
Quadrangles.

SCE would appreciate any information you may have regarding Native American cultural resources located
in or near the proposed project location. Any information concerning the location, identity, character and
traditional use of cultural places identified during consultation will be considered confidential.

For project planning purposes SCE is requesting to receive any questions or concerns regarding this project
no later than 30 days from the receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at (626) 462-8669, or via email at
natasha.tabares@sce.com.

Thank you for your assistance and participation.

Sincerely,

Natasha Tabares, MA, RPA

Archaeologist

Biological and Archaeological Resources Group
Corporate Environment, Health and Safety

Southern California Edison
1218 S. Fifth Avenue
Monrovia, CA 91016


mailto:natasha.tabares@sce.com

Melissa M. Parra-Hernandez February 27, 2012
119 North Balsam Street
Oxnard, CA 93030

SUBJECT: Native American Consultation Regarding the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project,
Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties, California.

Dear Mrs. Parra-Hernandez:

At the recommendation of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), SCE requests your input
regarding the identification of potential impacts to cultural resources, sacred lands or other heritage sites
located within the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project (SBCRP). The project consists of the removal
of existing structures and electrical lines, and the construction and installation of new structures, electrical
lines and fiber optic cable. The location of the project route is shown in the attached map (Figure 1).

The project is located within a 33.5 mile segment of SCE’s existing transmission corridor, between Santa
Clara Substation and Carpinteria Substation. As shown on the attached map, the project area is depicted on
the Saticoy, Ventura, Pitas Point, White Ledge Peak, and Carpinteria USGS 7.5 Minute Series Topographic
Quadrangles.

SCE would appreciate any information you may have regarding Native American cultural resources located
in or near the proposed project location. Any information concerning the location, identity, character and
traditional use of cultural places identified during consultation will be considered confidential.

For project planning purposes SCE is requesting to receive any questions or concerns regarding this project
no later than 30 days from the receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at (626) 462-8669, or via email at
natasha.tabares@sce.com.

Thank you for your assistance and participation.

Sincerely,

Natasha Tabares, MA, RPA

Archaeologist

Biological and Archaeological Resources Group
Corporate Environment, Health and Safety

Southern California Edison
1218 S. Fifth Avenue
Monrovia, CA 91016


mailto:natasha.tabares@sce.com

Patrick Tumamait February 27, 2012
992 EI Camino Corto
Ojai, CA 93023

SUBJECT: Native American Consultation Regarding the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project,
Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties, California.

Dear Mr. Tumamait:

At the recommendation of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), SCE requests your input
regarding the identification of potential impacts to cultural resources, sacred lands or other heritage sites
located within the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project (SBCRP). The project consists of the removal
of existing structures and electrical lines, and the construction and installation of new structures, electrical
lines and fiber optic cable. The location of the project route is shown in the attached map (Figure 1).

The project is located within a 33.5 mile segment of SCE’s existing transmission corridor, between Santa
Clara Substation and Carpinteria Substation. As shown on the attached map, the project area is depicted on
the Saticoy, Ventura, Pitas Point, White Ledge Peak, and Carpinteria USGS 7.5 Minute Series Topographic
Quadrangles.

SCE would appreciate any information you may have regarding Native American cultural resources located
in or near the proposed project location. Any information concerning the location, identity, character and
traditional use of cultural places identified during consultation will be considered confidential.

For project planning purposes SCE is requesting to receive any questions or concerns regarding this project
no later than 30 days from the receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at (626) 462-8669, or via email at
natasha.tabares@sce.com.

Thank you for your assistance and participation.

Sincerely,

Natasha Tabares, MA, RPA

Archaeologist

Biological and Archaeological Resources Group
Corporate Environment, Health and Safety

Southern California Edison
1218 S. Fifth Avenue
Monrovia, CA 91016


mailto:natasha.tabares@sce.com

Qun-tan Shup February 27, 2012
48825 Sapaque Road
Thousand Oaks, CA 93426

SUBJECT: Native American Consultation Regarding the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project,
Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties, California.

Dear Qun-tan Shup:

At the recommendation of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), SCE requests your input
regarding the identification of potential impacts to cultural resources, sacred lands or other heritage sites
located within the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project (SBCRP). The project consists of the removal
of existing structures and electrical lines, and the construction and installation of new structures, electrical
lines and fiber optic cable. The location of the project route is shown in the attached map (Figure 1).

The project is located within a 33.5 mile segment of SCE’s existing transmission corridor, between Santa
Clara Substation and Carpinteria Substation. As shown on the attached map, the project area is depicted on
the Saticoy, Ventura, Pitas Point, White Ledge Peak, and Carpinteria USGS 7.5 Minute Series Topographic
Quadrangles.

SCE would appreciate any information you may have regarding Native American cultural resources located
in or near the proposed project location. Any information concerning the location, identity, character and
traditional use of cultural places identified during consultation will be considered confidential.

For project planning purposes SCE is requesting to receive any questions or concerns regarding this project
no later than 30 days from the receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at (626) 462-8669, or via email at
natasha.tabares@sce.com.

Thank you for your assistance and participation.

Sincerely,

Natasha Tabares, MA, RPA

Archaeologist

Biological and Archaeological Resources Group
Corporate Environment, Health and Safety

Southern California Edison
1218 S. Fifth Avenue
Monrovia, CA 91016


mailto:natasha.tabares@sce.com

Randy Guzman-Folkes February 27, 2012
6741 Cornell Circle
Moorpark, CA 93021

SUBJECT: Native American Consultation Regarding the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project,
Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties, California.

Dear Mr. Guzman-Folkes:

At the recommendation of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), SCE requests your input
regarding the identification of potential impacts to cultural resources, sacred lands or other heritage sites
located within the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project (SBCRP). The project consists of the removal
of existing structures and electrical lines, and the construction and installation of new structures, electrical
lines and fiber optic cable. The location of the project route is shown in the attached map (Figure 1).

The project is located within a 33.5 mile segment of SCE’s existing transmission corridor, between Santa
Clara Substation and Carpinteria Substation. As shown on the attached map, the project area is depicted on
the Saticoy, Ventura, Pitas Point, White Ledge Peak, and Carpinteria USGS 7.5 Minute Series Topographic
Quadrangles.

SCE would appreciate any information you may have regarding Native American cultural resources located
in or near the proposed project location. Any information concerning the location, identity, character and
traditional use of cultural places identified during consultation will be considered confidential.

For project planning purposes SCE is requesting to receive any questions or concerns regarding this project
no later than 30 days from the receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at (626) 462-8669, or via email at
natasha.tabares@sce.com.

Thank you for your assistance and participation.

Sincerely,

Natasha Tabares, MA, RPA

Archaeologist

Biological and Archaeological Resources Group
Corporate Environment, Health and Safety

Southern California Edison
1218 S. Fifth Avenue
Monrovia, CA 91016


mailto:natasha.tabares@sce.com

Richard Angulo February 27, 2012
2513 Laney Circle
Denton, TX 76208

SUBJECT: Native American Consultation Regarding the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project,
Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties, California.

Dear Mr. Angulo:

At the recommendation of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), SCE requests your input
regarding the identification of potential impacts to cultural resources, sacred lands or other heritage sites
located within the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project (SBCRP). The project consists of the removal
of existing structures and electrical lines, and the construction and installation of new structures, electrical
lines and fiber optic cable. The location of the project route is shown in the attached map (Figure 1).

The project is located within a 33.5 mile segment of SCE’s existing transmission corridor, between Santa
Clara Substation and Carpinteria Substation. As shown on the attached map, the project area is depicted on
the Saticoy, Ventura, Pitas Point, White Ledge Peak, and Carpinteria USGS 7.5 Minute Series Topographic
Quadrangles.

SCE would appreciate any information you may have regarding Native American cultural resources located
in or near the proposed project location. Any information concerning the location, identity, character and
traditional use of cultural places identified during consultation will be considered confidential.

For project planning purposes SCE is requesting to receive any questions or concerns regarding this project
no later than 30 days from the receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at (626) 462-8669, or via email at
natasha.tabares@sce.com.

Thank you for your assistance and participation.

Sincerely,

Natasha Tabares, MA, RPA

Archaeologist

Biological and Archaeological Resources Group
Corporate Environment, Health and Safety

Southern California Edison
1218 S. Fifth Avenue
Monrovia, CA 91016


mailto:natasha.tabares@sce.com

Stephen William Miller February 27, 2012
189 Cartagena
Camarillo, CA 93010

SUBJECT: Native American Consultation Regarding the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project,
Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties, California.

Dear Mr. Miller:

At the recommendation of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), SCE requests your input
regarding the identification of potential impacts to cultural resources, sacred lands or other heritage sites
located within the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project (SBCRP). The project consists of the removal
of existing structures and electrical lines, and the construction and installation of new structures, electrical
lines and fiber optic cable. The location of the project route is shown in the attached map (Figure 1).

The project is located within a 33.5 mile segment of SCE’s existing transmission corridor, between Santa
Clara Substation and Carpinteria Substation. As shown on the attached map, the project area is depicted on
the Saticoy, Ventura, Pitas Point, White Ledge Peak, and Carpinteria USGS 7.5 Minute Series Topographic
Quadrangles.

SCE would appreciate any information you may have regarding Native American cultural resources located
in or near the proposed project location. Any information concerning the location, identity, character and
traditional use of cultural places identified during consultation will be considered confidential.

For project planning purposes SCE is requesting to receive any questions or concerns regarding this project
no later than 30 days from the receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at (626) 462-8669, or via email at
natasha.tabares@sce.com.

Thank you for your assistance and participation.

Sincerely,

Natasha Tabares, MA, RPA

Archaeologist

Biological and Archaeological Resources Group
Corporate Environment, Health and Safety

Southern California Edison
1218 S. Fifth Avenue
Monrovia, CA 91016


mailto:natasha.tabares@sce.com

Tribal Administrator February 27, 2012
Santa Ynez Band of Mission Indians

P.O. Box 517

Santa Ynez, CA 93460

SUBJECT: Native American Consultation Regarding the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project,
Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties, California.

Dear Tribal Administrator:

At the recommendation of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), SCE requests your input
regarding the identification of potential impacts to cultural resources, sacred lands or other heritage sites
located within the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project (SBCRP). The project consists of the removal
of existing structures and electrical lines, and the construction and installation of new structures, electrical
lines and fiber optic cable. The location of the project route is shown in the attached map (Figure 1).

The project is located within a 33.5 mile segment of SCE’s existing transmission corridor, between Santa
Clara Substation and Carpinteria Substation. As shown on the attached map, the project area is depicted on
the Saticoy, Ventura, Pitas Point, White Ledge Peak, and Carpinteria USGS 7.5 Minute Series Topographic
Quadrangles.

SCE would appreciate any information you may have regarding Native American cultural resources located
in or near the proposed project location. Any information concerning the location, identity, character and
traditional use of cultural places identified during consultation will be considered confidential.

For project planning purposes SCE is requesting to receive any questions or concerns regarding this project
no later than 30 days from the receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at (626) 462-8669, or via email at
natasha.tabares@sce.com.

Thank you for your assistance and participation.

Sincerely,

Natasha Tabares, MA, RPA

Archaeologist

Biological and Archaeological Resources Group
Corporate Environment, Health and Safety

Southern California Edison
1218 S. Fifth Avenue
Monrovia, CA 91016
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Vennise Miller February 27, 2012
Chairperson, Coastal Band of the Chumash Nation

P.O. Box 4464

Santa Barbara, CA 93140

SUBJECT: Native American Consultation Regarding the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project,
Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties, California.

Dear Vennise Miller:

At the recommendation of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), SCE requests your input
regarding the identification of potential impacts to cultural resources, sacred lands or other heritage sites
located within the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project (SBCRP). The project consists of the removal
of existing structures and electrical lines, and the construction and installation of new structures, electrical
lines and fiber optic cable. The location of the project route is shown in the attached map (Figure 1).

The project is located within a 33.5 mile segment of SCE’s existing transmission corridor, between Santa
Clara Substation and Carpinteria Substation. As shown on the attached map, the project area is depicted on
the Saticoy, Ventura, Pitas Point, White Ledge Peak, and Carpinteria USGS 7.5 Minute Series Topographic
Quadrangles.

SCE would appreciate any information you may have regarding Native American cultural resources located
in or near the proposed project location. Any information concerning the location, identity, character and
traditional use of cultural places identified during consultation will be considered confidential.

For project planning purposes SCE is requesting to receive any questions or concerns regarding this project
no later than 30 days from the receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at (626) 462-8669, or via email at
natasha.tabares@sce.com.

Thank you for your assistance and participation.

Sincerely,

Natasha Tabares, MA, RPA

Archaeologist

Biological and Archaeological Resources Group
Corporate Environment, Health and Safety

Southern California Edison
1218 S. Fifth Avenue
Monrovia, CA 91016
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Vincent Armenta February 27, 2012
Chairperson, Santa Ynez Band of Mission Indians

P.O. Box 517

Santa Ynez, CA 93460

SUBJECT: Native American Consultation Regarding the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project,
Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties, California.

Dear Mr. Armenta:

At the recommendation of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), SCE requests your input
regarding the identification of potential impacts to cultural resources, sacred lands or other heritage sites
located within the Santa Barbara County Reliability Project (SBCRP). The project consists of the removal
of existing structures and electrical lines, and the construction and installation of new structures, electrical
lines and fiber optic cable. The location of the project route is shown in the attached map (Figure 1).

The project is located within a 33.5 mile segment of SCE’s existing transmission corridor, between Santa
Clara Substation and Carpinteria Substation. As shown on the attached map, the project area is depicted on
the Saticoy, Ventura, Pitas Point, White Ledge Peak, and Carpinteria USGS 7.5 Minute Series Topographic
Quadrangles.

SCE would appreciate any information you may have regarding Native American cultural resources located
in or near the proposed project location. Any information concerning the location, identity, character and
traditional use of cultural places identified during consultation will be considered confidential.

For project planning purposes SCE is requesting to receive any questions or concerns regarding this project
no later than 30 days from the receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at (626) 462-8669, or via email at
natasha.tabares@sce.com.

Thank you for your assistance and participation.

Sincerely,

Natasha Tabares, MA, RPA

Archaeologist

Biological and Archaeological Resources Group
Corporate Environment, Health and Safety

Southern California Edison
1218 S. Fifth Avenue
Monrovia, CA 91016
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

EDISON

An EDISON INTERNATIONAL® Company

Steve Galbraith August 30, 2012
United States Forest Archaeologist

Los Padres National Forest

6755 Hollister Avenue

Suite 150

Goleta, CA 93117

SUBJECT:  Cultural Resources Study for the Proposed Southern California Edison
Company’s Santa Barbara County Reliability Project (Segment 4), Los
Padres National Forest, Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties, California,
10#306487.

Dear Mr. Galbraith,

Southern California Edison (SCE) applied for and received Special Use Authorization to amend
SBD-40178 in October, 2010. The amendment authorized SCE to replace three lattice towers
(Tower numbers M7S-T3, M17-T6 and M18-T3) with Tubular Steel Poles (STP) within Los
Padres National Forest and perform road maintenance activities. This replacement requires access
to the sites and construction of graded pads needed for construction. Access to the towers would
be accomplished by using existing unpaved access roads and newly constructed unpaved spur
roads within SCE's existing right-of-way. Once the new poles and conductors have been installed,
a telecommunications cable will be installed at the top of all poles, above the electrical
conductors.

We are submitting one electronic copy of a report for your review and approval, entitled Cultural
Resources Study for the Proposed Southern California Edison Company’s Santa Barbara County
Reliability Project (Segment 4), Los Padres Forest, Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties,
California. The project was conducted under USDA Forest Service Special Use Permit No.
SBD12010T, issued on July 9, 2012. Please do not hesitate to contact me via phone at (626) 462-
8669 or via email at natasha.tabares@sce.com, if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Natasha Tabares MA, RPA

Archaeologist

Biological and Archaeological Resources Group
Southern California Edison

1218 South 5™ Avenue

Monrovia, CA 91016

Enclosure: As stated
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Authorization ID: SBD12010T FS-2700-32 (10/09)
Contact ID: AMEC OMB No. 0596-0082
Expiration Date: 12/31/2012

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
FOREST SERVICE

PERMIT FOR ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVESTIGATIONS

Authority:
The Archaeological Resources Protection Act of 1979, 16 U.S.C. 470aa-mm
The Antiquities Act of 1906, 16 U.S.C. 431-433
The Organic Act of 1897, 16 U.S.C. 551

Application submitted by: AMEC Environment & Infrastructure, Inc. - Hubert Switalski, Senior Archaeologist, attached and
made part of this permit for survey and recordation of Southern California Edison power pole replacement project site at:
sec. 30, T4N., R24W., & sec. 25, T4N., 25W., SBBM.

TERMS AND CONDITIONS

|. GENERAL TERMS

A. AUTHORITY. This permit is issued pursuant to The Archaeological Resources Protection Act of 1979, 16 U.S.C.
470aa-mm, 36 CFR Part 251, Subpart B, 36 CFR Part 296, the Uniform Rules and Regulations of the Antiquities Act of
1906, 43 CFR Part 3, and applicable Forest Service policies and procedures and is subject to their provisions.

B. AUTHORIZED OFFICER. The authorized officer for this permit is the Forest Supervisor or a subordinate officer with
delegated authority.

C. ANNUAL REVIEW. If this permit is issued for more than one year, it shall be reviewed annually by the authorized
officer.

D. RENEWAL AND EXTENSION. This permit is not renewable. The holder may request an extension of this permit for a
limited, specified period to complete activities authorized under this permit. Requests for an extension must be submitted
in writing at least one month before expiration of this permit.

E. AMENDMENT. This permit may be amended in whole or in part by the Forest Service when, at the discretion of the
authorized officer, such action is deemed necessary or desirable to incorporate new terms that may be required by law,
regulation, the applicable land management plan, or projects and activities implementing a land management plan
pursuant to 36 CFR Part 215. Any amendments to individuals hamed in or activities authorized by this permit that are
needed by the holder must be approved by the authorized officer in writing.

F. COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS, REGULATIONS, AND OTHER LEGAL REQUIREMENTS. In exercising the privileges
granted by this permit, the holder shall comply with all present and future federal laws and regulations and all present and
future state, county, and municipal laws, regulations, and other legal requirements that apply to the permit area, to the
extent they do not conflict with federal law, regulations, or policy. The Forest Service assumes no responsibility for
enforcing laws, regulations, and other legal requirements that fall under the jurisdiction of other governmental entities.

G. NON-EXCLUSIVE USE. The use and occupancy authorized by this permit are not exclusive. The Forest Service
reserves the right of access to the permit area, including a continuing right of physical entry to the permit area for
inspection, monitoring, or any other purpose consistent with any right or obligation of the United States under any law or
regulation. The holder shall allow the authorized officer or the authorized officer's representative full access to the permit
area at any time the holder is in the field for purposes of examining the permit area and any recovered materials and
related records. The Forest Service reserves the right to allow others to use the permit area in any way that is not
inconsistent with the holder's rights and privileges under this permit, after consultation with all parties involved.

H. ASSIGNABILITY. This permit is not assignable or transferable.
Il. OPERATIONS

A. OPERATING PLAN. The application corresponding to this permit is incorporated as the operating plan for this permit
and is attached as Appendix A. The authorized officer may supplement the information contained in the application as



appropriate or necessary.

B. REQUIRED PERMITS. The holder shall obtain all other permits required for conducting the activities authorized by this
permit.

C. QUALIFIED INDIVIDUALS. Archaeological project design, literature review, development of regional historical
contexts, site evaluation, conservation and protection measures, and recommendations for subsequent investigations
shall be developed with direct involvement of an individual who meets the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for
Archaeology and Historic Preservation. Fieldwork shall be overseen by an individual who meets the Secretary of the
Interior's Standards for Archaeology and Historic Preservation.

D. CONDITION OF OPERATIONS. The holder shall maintain the authorized improvements and permit area to standards
of repair, orderliness, neatness, sanitation, and safety acceptable to the authorized officer and consistent with other
provisions of this permit. Standards are subject to periodic change by the authorized officer.

E. PROHIBITION ON USE OF MECHANIZED EQUIPMENT IN WILDERNESS AREAS. The holder shall not use
mechanized equipment in wilderness areas and shall not use mechanized equipment in proposed or potential wilderness
areas without prior written approval from the authorized officer.

F. PROHIBITION ON FLINT KNAPPING AND LITHIC REPLICATION EXPERIMENTS. The holder shall not conduct any
flint knapping or lithic replication experiments at any archaeological site, aboriginal quarry source, or non-archaeological
site that might be mistaken for an archaeological site as a result of such experiments.

G. PROHIBITION ON IMPEDING OR INTERFERING WITH OTHER USES. The holder shall perform the activities
authorized by this permit so as not to impede or interfere with administrative or other authorized uses of National Forest
System lands.

H. RESTRICTION ON MOTOR VEHICLE USE. The holder shall restrict motor vehicle use to designated roads, trails, and
areas, unless specifically provided otherwise in the operating plan.

I. MINIMIZING GROUND DISTURBANCE. The holder shall keep ground disturbance to a minimum consistent with the
nature and purpose of the authorized fieldwork.

J. RESOURCE PROTECTION. The holder shall conduct all activities so as to prevent or minimize scarring, erosion,
littering, and pollution of National Forest System lands, water pollution, and damage to watersheds. In addition, the holder
shall take precautions at all times to prevent wildfire. The holder may not burn debris without prior written approval from
the authorized officer.

K. PREVENTION OF INJURY. The holder shall take precautions to protect livestock, wildlife, the public, and other users
of National Forest System lands from accidental injury at any excavation site.

L. DESTRUCTION AND REMOVAL OF TREES. The holder shall not destroy or remove any trees on National Forest
System lands without prior written approval from the authorized officer.

M. RESOURCE MANAGEMENT FACILITIES. The holder shall not disturb resource management facilities, such as
fences, reservoirs, and other improvements, within the permit area without prior written approval from the authorized
officer. Where disturbance of a resource management facility is necessary, the holder shall return it to its prior location and
condition.

N. BACKFILLING. The holder shall backfill all subsurface test and excavation sites as soon as possible after recording
the results and shall restore subsurface test and excavation sites as closely as possible to their original contour.

O. REMOVAL OF STAKES AND FLAGGING. The holder shall remove temporary stakes and flagging installed by the
holder upon completion of fieldwork.

P. SITE RESTORATION. The holder shall restore all camp and work areas to their original condition before vacating the
permit area. Refuse shall be carried out and deposited in disposal areas approved by the authorized officer.

Q. TITLE TO ARTIFACTS AND ASSOCIATED DOCUMENTATION. Archaeological and historical artifacts excavated or
removed from National Forest System lands and any associated documentation shall remain the property of the United
States.



R. NATIVE AMERICAN GRAVES PROTECTION AND REPATRIATION (NAGPRA). In accordance with 25 U.S.C. 3002
(d) and 43 CFR 10.4, if the holder inadvertently discovers human remains, funerary objects, sacred objects, or objects of
cultural patrimony on National Forest System lands, the holder shall immediately cease work in the area of the discovery
and shall make a reasonable effort to protect and secure the items. The holder shall immediately notify the authorized
officer by telephone of the discovery and shall follow up with written confirmation of the discovery. The activity that
resulted in the inadvertent discovery may not resume until 30 days after the authorized officer certifies receipt of the
written confirmation, if resumption of the activity is otherwise lawful, or at any time if a binding written agreement has been
executed between the Forest Service and the affiliated Indian tribes that adopts a recovery plan for the human remains
and objects.

S. ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS. Prior to beginning any fieldwork under the authority of this permit, the holder shall
contact the authorized officer responsible for administering the lands involved to obtain further instructions regarding
current land and resource conditions.

Ill. REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

A. PRELIMINARY REPORT. The holder shall submit a preliminary report to the authorized officer within 2 weeks of
completion of the first stage of fieldwork. The preliminary report shall enumerate what was done during the first stage of
fieldwork, how it was done, by whom, where, and with what results, including maps, global positioning satellite data, an
approved site form for each newly recorded archaeological site, and the holder's professional recommendations regarding
resource significance, as appropriate. Depending on the scope, duration, and nature of the work, the authorized officer
may require progress reports periodically for the duration of the authorized activities.

B. DRAFT FINAL REPORT. Within 4 weeks of completion of fieldwork, the holder shall submit an edited draft final report
to the authorized officer for review to ensure conformance with applicable laws, regulations, policies, and procedures and
the terms and conditions of this permit.

C. FINAL REPORT. The holder shall submit the original final report and at least two copies to the authorized officer within
4 months after completion of fieldwork.

D. BLANKET SURVEY CONSULTING PERMIT. If this is a multi-year survey consulting permit, at the end of each
calendar year, the holder shall submit to the authorized officer a report enumerating all activities conducted under this
permit.

E. DEPOSIT OF MATERIALS AND DOCUMENTS WITH A CURATORIAL FACILITY. Within 90 days of the date the final
report is submitted to the authorized officer, the holder shall deposit all artifacts, samples, and collections and original or
clear copies of all records, data, photographs, and other documents resulting from activities authorized by this permit with
the curatorial facility named in block 12.

F. CATALOGUE AND EVALUATION OF DEPOSITED MATERIALS. The holder shall provide the authorized officer with
a catalogue and evaluation of all materials deposited with the curatorial facility named in block 12, including the facility's
accession or catalogue numbers, and confirmation, signed by an authorized curatorial facility official, that artifacts,
samples, and collections were deposited with the approved curatorial facility. The confirmation shall include the date the
materials were deposited and the type, number, and condition of the deposited materials.

G. CONFIDENTIALITY OF SENSITIVE RESOURCES. The holder agrees to keep the specific location of sensitive
resources confidential. Sensitive resources include but are not limited to threatened, endangered, and rare species;
archaeological sites; caves; fossil sites; minerals; commercially valuable resources; and traditional cultural properties.

H. CONFIDENTIALITY OF INFORMATION IDENTIFYING ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES. Without the authorized officer's
prior written approval, the holder shall not publish any locational or other information identifying archaeological sites that
could compromise their protection and management by the federal government.

I. IDENTIFICATION OF FOREST SERVICE PERMIT. Any published article, paper, or book containing results of work
conducted under this permit shall specify that the work was performed in the Los Padres National Forest under a Forest
Service permit.

J. SUBMISSION OF WRITTEN MATERIALS. The holder shall submit a copy of any published or unpublished report,
article, paper, or book resulting from the authorized activities (other than reports required by clauses Ill.A, B, and C) to the
authorized officer and the appropriate official of the curatorial facility named in block 12. The holder shall submit tabular
and spatial data to the authorized officer in the format specified in Appendix A.



IV. RIGHTS AND LIABILITIES

A. LEGAL EFFECT OF THE PERMIT. This permit, which is revocable and terminable, is not a contract or a lease, but
rather a federal license. The benefits and requirements conferred by this authorization are reviewable solely under the
procedures set forth in 36 CFR Part 251, Subpart C, and 5 U.S.C. 704. This permit does not constitute a contract for
purposes of the Contract Disputes Act, 41 U.S.C. 601. The permit is not real property, does not convey any interest in real
property, and may not be used as collateral for a loan.

B. VALID OUTSTANDING RIGHTS. This permit is subject to all valid outstanding rights. Valid outstanding rights include
those derived from mining and mineral leasing laws of the United States. The United States is not liable to the holder for
the exercise of any such right.

C. ABSENCE OF THIRD-PARTY BENEFICIARY RIGHTS. The signatories of this permit do not intend to confer any
rights on any third party as a beneficiary under this permit.

D. DAMAGE TO UNITED STATES PROPERTY. The holder has an affirmative duty to protect from damage the land,
property, and other interests of the United States. Damage includes but is not limited to fire suppression costs, and all
costs and damages associated with or resulting from the release or threatened release of a hazardous material occurring
during or as a result of activities of the holder or the holder's heirs, assigns, agents, employees, contractors, or lessees on,
or related to, the lands, property, and other interests covered by this permit. For purposes of clause IV.F, "hazardous
material" shall mean any hazardous substance, pollutant, contaminant, hazardous waste, oil, and/or petroleum product, as
those terms are defined under any federal, state, or local laws or regulations.

E. INDEMNIFICATION. The holder shall indemnify, defend, and hold harmless the United States for any costs, damages,
claims, liabilities, and judgments arising from past, present, and future acts or omissions of the holder in connection with
the use and occupancy authorized by this permit. This indemnification and hold harmless provision includes but is not
limited to acts and omissions of the holder or the holder's family, guests, invitees, heirs, assignees, agents, employees,
contractors, or lessees in connection with the use and occupancy authorized by this permit which result in (1) violations of
any laws and regulations which are now or which may become applicable; (2) judgments, claims, demands, penalties, or
fees assessed against the United States; (3) costs, expenses, and damages incurred by the United States; or (4) the
release or threatened release of any solid waste, hazardous waste, hazardous materials, pollutant, contaminant, oil in any
form, or petroleum product into the environment. The authorized officer may prescribe terms that allow the holder to
replace, repair, restore, or otherwise undertake necessary curative actions to mitigate damages in addition to or as an
alternative to monetary indemnification.

F. CONTINUATION OF LIABLITY BEYOND EXPIRATION. The holder shall not be released from requirements of this
permit until all outstanding obligations have been satisfied, regardless of whether the permit has expired.

V. PERMIT FEES

A. LAND USE FEE. The holder shall pay an annual land use fee of $30.00 for the period from 07/01/2012 to 12/31/2012
and thereafter annually on N/A, in the amount of N/A.

B. MODIFICATION OF THE LAND USE FEE. The land use fee may be revised whenever necessary to reflect the market
value of the authorized use or when the fee system used to calculate the land use fee is modified or replaced.

C. TERMINATION FOR NONPAYMENT. This permit shall terminate without the necessity of prior notice and opportunity
to comply when any permit fee payment is 90 calendar days from the due date in arrears. The holder shall be responsible
for the delinquent fees, as well as any other costs of restoring the site to its original condition, including hazardous waste

cleanup.

VI. REVOCATION, SUSPENSION, AND TERMINATION
A. REVOCATION AND SUSPENSION. The authorized officer may revoke or suspend this permit in whole or in part:

1. For noncompliance with federal, state or local law.

2. For noncompliance with the terms and conditions of this permit.

3. For abandonment or other failure of the holder to exercise the privileges granted.
4. With the consent of the holder.

5. For specific and compelling reasons in the public interest.






According to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, an agency may not conduct or sponsor, and a person is not required to respond, to a
collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number. The valid OMB control number for this information collection is
0596-0082. The time required to complete this information collection is estimated to average 1 hour per response, including the time for
reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the
collection of information.

The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) prohibits discrimination in all its programs and activities on the basis of race, color, national
origin, age, disability, and, where applicable, sex, marital status, familial status, parental status, religion, sexual orientation, genetic
information, political beliefs, reprisal, or because all or part of an individual's income is derived from any public assistance. (Not all
prohibited bases apply to all programs.) Persons with disabilities who require alternative means for communication of program information
(Braille, large print, audiotape, etc.) should contact USDA's TARGET Center at 202-720-2600 (voice and TDD).

To file a complaint of discrimination, write USDA, Director, Office of Civil Rights, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, DC
20250-9410 or call toll free (866) 632-9992 (voice). TDD users can contact USDA through local relay or the Federal relay at (800) 877-
8339 (TDD) or (866) 377-8642 (relay voice). USDA is an equal opportunity provider and employer.

The Privacy Act of 1974 (5 U.S.C. 552a) and the Freedom of Information Act (5 U.S.C. 552) govern the confidentiality to be provided for
information received by the Forest Service.
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Auth ID; SBD401708 FS-2700-23 (v. 10/09)
Contact ID: SCE,ROSEMEAD OMB No. 0596-0082
Use Code: 643
U.S, DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
FOREST SERVICE
AMENDMENT
FOR

SPECIAL-USE AUTHORIZATION

Amendment#: 1

This amendment is attached to and made a part of the existing special use authorization
for operation and maintenance needs not covered in the current permit issued to SOUTHERN
CALIFORNIA EDISON CO. on 12/05/1958 which is hereby amended as follows:

Pole replacement and road maintenance at three transmission towers on the LPNF near the city of
Carpentaria as detailed in bio report and made as attachment to this permit file.

Site 1 - Tower M7ST3 and access road T4N R24W Section 30 Ventura County

Site 2 - Tower M17T6 and access road T4N R25W Section 25 Ventura County

Site 3 - Towar M18T3 and access road T4N R25W Section 25 Santa Barbara County

This Amendment is accepted subject to the conditions set forth herein, and to conditions N/A to N/A
attached hereto and made a part of this Amendment.

Holder Southern California Ensrgy Authorized Offé:er Douglas Dadge
Edison
/
Messered veamA
Holder Agent - : Title Santa Barbara District Ranger
\\\95![0 _n/'sc[w
Date Date

According to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, an agency may not conduct or sponsor, and a person is not
required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number. The valid OMB
control number for this information collection is 0596-0082. The time required to complete this information
collection is estimated to average one (1) hour per respanse, including the time for reviewing instructions,
searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the
collection of information.

The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) prohibits discrimination in all its programs and activities on the basis
of race, color, national origin, age, disability, and where applicable, sex, marital status, familial status, parental
status, religion, sexual orientation, genetic information, political beliefs, reprisal, or because all or part of an
individual's income is derived from any public assistance. (Not all prohibited bases apply to all programs.)
Persons with disabilities who require alternative means for communication of program information (Braille, large
print, audiotape, etc.) should contact USDA's TARGET Center at 202-720-2600 (voice and TDD).

To file a complaint of discrimination, write USDA, Director, Office of Civil Rights, 1400 Independence Avenue,
SW, Washington, DC 20250-9410 or call toll free (B66) 632-8992 (voice). TDD users can contact USDA through
local relay or the Federal relay at (800) 877-8339 (TDD) or (856) 377-8642 (relay voice). USDA is an equal
opportunity provider and employer.



Appendix D

Public Involvement



SCE encourages communication and outreach to local communities, local businesses, elected
and appointed officials, and other interested parties. SCE’s goal is to ensure that it understands
and addresses, where possible, issues of interest or potential concern regarding its proposed
projects.

SCE conducted the following activities as part of the public involvement for the Santa Barbara
County Reliability Project:

e Dissemination of Project information to the public by mail and website
e Outreach to the following target audiences:
o Property owners within 300 feet of the Project area;

o0 Elected officials and staff for the City of Carpinteria, and counties of Ventura
and Santa Barbara.

o Community and business organizations;
0 Other interested parties in the area.

Below is a detailed description of the public involvement activities that SCE conducted for the
Project.

Project Information for the Public

Project Website

SCE created a website for the Project (www.sce.com/santabarbara). The website provides
information about the Project, including a description and map and estimated timeline of
activities. The website went live in September 2012.

Project Hotline

SCE created and continues to maintain an informational hotline for the Project where local
residents can call with questions about the Project. 3.5” x 4” contact cards were created and
distributed to inquiring members of the public by SCE employees and its contractors when
conducting field work for the Project.

Public Outreach

Jurisdictional Briefings

SCE team members provided briefings to elected officials and staff in the counties of Santa
Barbara and Ventura and the City of Carpinteria. SCE also provided briefings to neighboring
jurisdictions, including the cities of Santa Barbara and Goleta.



SCE provided updates about the Project to the following entities/agencies:

e County of Santa Barbara

0 Planning Department staff
= Anne Almy and Julie Harris (bi-monthly)

0 Board of Supervisors
= 1% District Supervisor Salud Carbajal (Oct 2012)
= 2" District Supervisor Janet Wolf (Aug 2012/Oct 2012)
= 3" District Supervisor Doreen Farr (Aug 2012)

o0 County Executive Officer Chandra Wallar (Oct 2012)

0 Santa Barbara County Parks Department
= Claude Garciacelay (Aug 2012)

o County Office of Emergency Services
= Emergency Operations Chief Michael Harris (Jun 2012)
= Emergency Manager Richard Abrams (Aug 2012)

0 Santa Barbara County Fire Department
= Chief Michael Dyer (Jul 2012)

e City of Carpinteria
o City Council and Staff

= City Manager David Durflinger (Oct 2012)
Assistant City Manager Kevin Silk (Jun 2012)
Mayor Al Clark (Jul 2012/Oct 2012)
Councilmember Gregg Carty (Jul 2012)
Councilmember Brad Stein (Jul 2012)
Councilmember Joe Amerndariz (Jul 2012)
Councilmember Kathleen Reddington (Jul 2012)
Volunteer and Emergency Services Coordinator Julie Jeakle (Jun
2012)

e County of Ventura
o Discretionary Permit Director Winston Wright (Jun 2012/Oct 2012)
o Steve Offerman, District Director for Supervisor Steve Bennett, 3" District
(Oct 2012)

e City of Santa Barbara

City Administrator Jim Armstrong (Apr 2012)

Public Works Director Christine Andersen (Apr 2012)
Mayor Helene Schneider (Aug 2012)

Vice Mayor Grant House (Feb 2012)

Councilmember Cathy Murillo (Jan 2012)
Councilmember Frank Hotchkiss (Feb 2012)
Councilmember Randy Rowse (Dec 2011)
Councilmember Dale Francisco (Dec 2011)

OO0OO0OO0OO0OO0O0O0



e City of Goleta

City Manager Dan Singer (Apr 2012)

Public Works Director Robert Morgenstern (Mar 2012)
Mayor Margaret Connell (Aug 2012)

Mayor Pro-Tem Paula Perotte (Aug 2012)
Councilmember Roger Aceves (May 2012)
Councilmember Michael Bennett (Sep 2012)
Councilmember Edward Easton (May 2012)

O O0O0O000O0

Outreach to Property Owners

SCE identified and regularly communicated with multiple property owners along the Project
route. Outreach included:

e Letter to property owners providing Project update in December 2011
e Weekly phone calls while environmental and land surveys were being conducted
e In person meetings to understand concerns and answer questions

SCE also mailed a courtesy letter in September 2012 to property owners within 300" of
Segments 3B and 4 (where construction activities had not yet begun), to provide general
information about the Project and its current status.

Outreach to Community and Business Organizations

SCE also reached out to the following organizations:

e Friends of Franklin Trail
e Carpinteria Valley Chamber of Commerce, Lynda Lang, President/CEO
e Montecito Homeowners Association



Appendix E

Coastal Development Permit
Applications
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Ms. Michelle Gibbs
Development Review Division
Planning and Development A f - il
County of Santa Barbara 1 Ced i Joe [
123 East Anapamu Strect

Santa Barbara, CA 93101-2058

August 3, 2007

Re: Case No. 05CDP-00000-00132, Application for Coastal Development Permit
Requiring Public Hearing for Southern California Edison (SCE) Santa-Clara Getty 66
kV Power Line Rebuild

Dear Ms. Gibbs,

As requested, SCE is submitting the enclosed application for a Coastal Development
Permit Requiring Public Hearing for as-built replacement of 85 poles. This application
includes replacing 48 wood power poles with lightweight steel poles, replacing
conductors for 34 wood power poles, and 3 steel poles. Please note, these 3 steel poles
were replaced previously, and the replacement is not in conjunction with this project.
This application, being filed at the request of the County of Santa Barbara Planning
Commission, seeks approval for the replacement of these 48 poles.

The following items are included with this submittal for your evaluation:

One (1) check payable to Planning & Development in the amount of $3,750.00
Eight (8) copies of completed Coastal Development Permit-Hearing Application
Eight (8) copies of the Fourteen (14) Sheets Site Plan reduced to 117 x 17”

Two (2) copies of the shaded Topographic Map plotted on 117X17”

One (1) set of photos taken for forty-eight (48) wood poles were replaced with
steel poles

» An Example of Copy of Grant of Easement

¢ One (1) Agreement to Pay Form,

If you have any questions or need additional information, please feel free to contact me
via e-mail at wendy.miller@sce.com or call me at (626) 302-9543,

Sincerely,

Wendy Miller
SCE Environment, Health & Safety



Coastal Development Permit-Hearing Application Form



Santa Barbara County Coastal Developrment Permit-Hearing Application

Page 1

2\ COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA
‘l‘ ‘ Planning and Development ww, sbeountyplanning.org

COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT
REQUIRING A PUBLIC HEARING

A COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT REQUIRING A PUBLIC HEARING (CDH) .

_ ‘necessary for: major public works ‘and’ energy projects and for: development that is
proposed ‘within the "geographlc appeals Jurisdiction . area" as shown- on: county
'maps Approval of thls type: of Coastal Developmient: Permit ‘may be appealed to the-
"-Board of Superwsors and uItimater the Coastal Cemmission. T A

v" SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS
v" APPLICATION FORM

AND, IF v'D, ALSO CONTAINS mm——————

O AGREEMENT FOR PAYMENT OF PROCESSING FEES
http:/fapplications.sbcountyplanning.org/PDF/C/Agreement%20for%20Payment%20Modifled %20%202003.pdf

O PLAN AND MAP REQUIREMENTS hitp:/applications.sbeountyplanning.org/PDF/C/Site%20Map%20Requirements%20F orm.pdf

O AGRICULTURAL ACTIVITIES SUPPLEMENT
hitp://applications.shcountyplanning.org/PDF/C/Ag % 20Activities%20Supplement%20Form.pdf

O GREENHOUSE SUPPLEMENT
hilp:ffapplications.sbeountyplanning.org/P DF/C/Greenhouse % 20Supplemental % 20Questionnaire%20F orm. pdf

O HAZARDOUS WASTE AND MATERIALS INFORMATION FORM

hitp://applicafions.sbeountyplanning.org/PDF/C/Hazardous%20Waste%20Materials % 20Supplement%20Form.pdf

South County Office Energy Divisien North County Office

123 E. Anapamu Street 123 E. Anapamu Strest 624 W. Foster Road, Suite C
Santa Barbara, CA 93101 Santa Barbara, CA 93101 Santa Maria, CA 93455
Phone: (805) 568-2000 Phone: (805) 568-2040 Phene: (805) 934-6250

Fax:  (805) 568-2030 Fax; (B05) 568-2522 Fax:  (805)934-6258

Website: www.sbcountyplanning.org

Updated by bjp122206



Santa Barbara County Coastal Development Permit-Hearing Application

Page 2

SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS

Copies of completed application form

Copies of the Site Plan FOLDED TO 82" X 11"
hitp:/fapplications.sbeountyplanning.org/PDF/C/Site%20Map%20Requirements%20Form.pdf

Copy of the Site Plan Reduced to 8%2" x 11"
Sets of floor plans and building elevations. FOLDED TO 82" X 11"

Copies of the shaded Topographic Map,
hitp:/fapplications.sbcountyplanning.org/PDF/C/Site%20Map%20Requirements % 20Form. pdf

Set of photos taken from three vantage points:
* close-up
- mid-field NO BLACK & WHITE XEROX COPIES
» entire project site.
Minimum requirements for submittal:
+ mount the photos on heavy 8 1/2" x 11" paper
- orient the viewer by direction ("looking northwest from...")
* note any landmarks

Check payable to Planning & Development.

Source of water supply and Intent to Serve Letter from serving water district

Legal description of the property taken from a title report, the County Recorder's office, or your

recent deed.

Agreement to Pay Form.

http://applications.shcountyplanning.org/PDF/C/Agreement%20for¥% 20Payment%20Modified%20%202003.pdf

NOTES:

1)

If you had a pre-application meeting and submittals were recommended as a result of that meeting, your application

may not be called complete untll those items are also submitted.

Updated by hjpl122206



PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
PERMIT APPLICATICN

SITE ADDRESS: Santa Clara Getty 86KV Transmission Line

ASSESSOR PARCEL NUMBER: N/A
PARCEL SIZE (acres/sq.ft). Gross N/A Net N/A
COMPFREHENSIVE/COASTAL PLAN DESIGNATICN: NIA ZONING: _Residential

Are there previous permits/applications? Cno [X] yes numbers;_Case No. 05CDP-00000-00132
{include permit# & lot # if tract)

Did you have a pre-application? O no yes if yes, who was the planner? Michelle Gibbs
Are there previous environmental {CEQA) documents? ¥l nc Oyes numbers:

1. Financially Responsible Person Roger Schultz Phone: _(626) 302-8135 FAX: (628) 302-8267

(For this project)
Mailing Address: 2131 Wainut Grove Ave., P.O. Box 800 Rosemead CA 9770
Street City State Zip
2. Owner:_Southem California Edison (SCE) Phone: FAX;
Mailing Address: 2244 Wainut Grove Ave., Rosemead, CA 91770 E-mail: roger.schuliz@sce.com
Street City State Zip
3. Agent: SCE Phone: FAX:
Mailing Address: E-mail;
Street City State Zip
4. Arch./Designer: 3CE Phone: FAX:
Mailing Address: State/Reg Lic#
Street Cily State Zip
5. Engineer/Surveyor: __Jeff Billingsley - Estimator Phone: (661} 294-1524 FAX; (661) 294-1578
Mailing Address: __25207 Rye Canyon Rd. Santa Clarita. CA 91380 State/Reg Lic# ___N/A
Street City State Zip
8. Contractor: SCE Phone: FAX:
Mailing Address: State/Reg Lic#
Street City State Zip
7. Soils Lab: N/A Phone: Reg.
Mailing Address: State/Req Lic#
Street City ‘ State Zip

PARCEL INFORMATION: (Check each that apply. Fill in all blanks or indicate "N/A")
1. Existing Use: [lAgric [Residential DORetail OOffice Olndus 0O Vacant & Other

2. Proposed Use: [lAgric [Residential [ORetail OOffice [lindus B Other

3. Existing: # of Buildings:___N/A  Gross Sq. Ft. ___N/A # Res. Units: ___N/A _ Age of Oldest Struct.:
4. Proposed: Project: Gross Sq. Ft.: N/A # Res. Units
5. Grading (cu. yd.); Cut Fill import Export Total:

Total area disturbed by grading (sq. ft. or acres):

07CDH-00000-00025 COUNTY USE ONLY

gﬁ;; SCE Power Pole Replacements Wgzsﬁﬁ?j;;femmbe”

. — . e f il
Appti Ventura County Line to the Receipt Number; & !() ]
Projec Carpinteria Substation _ Accepted for Processing

Zonin Comp. Plan Designation
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For all questions below, attach additional sheets if necessary, referencing the section and question number. Please fill in every
blank. Use "NfA" where question is not applicable.

Il. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Please use the space below or type on a separate sheet and attach to
the front of your application a complete description of your request including the permit/decision
requested, location, setting, and purpose of the project.

EXAMPLE: We are requesting a major Conditional Use Permit for a church in the
existing building at the corner of and . The church would serve a
congregation of ____, with services on and , classes on and

and would include a preschool which would operate on weekdays from 6:30 a.m. to
7:00 p.m. serving a maximum of 50 childrenages ____to_____. A playground is also
proposed at the NE comer of the building site. No signs are proposed at this time.
One tree will be removed at the SW cormer to make room for improvements for
parking. The parking area will consist of 100 spaces and will be screened with a
landscaped berm. Include parking, grading, storm water drainage, trees fencing,
walls, screening and any other details that help describe the project in full. If your
project has the potential to impact storm water quality, describe measures that will
be incorporated into the project description to minimize/eliminate the impacts.*

Please see the attached Project Description included in Attachment 1.

* Please refer to Surface and Storm Water Quality Guidelines in the County Environmental Thresholds and Guidelines Manual,
also available at the Zoning Counter,
Updated by bjp122206
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lIl. GRADING: Wil there be any grading associated with the project? Y (N )
If yes, answer below, If no, go to ACCESS.

(NOTE: For proposed access drives over 12% grade, a clearance letter from the Fire Dept. will be

required)
CuT cubic yards AMOUNT TO BE EXPORTED cC.y.
FILL c.y. AMOUNT TO BE IMPORTED C.y.

MAXIMUM VERTICAL HEIGHT OF CUT SILOPES
MAXIMUM VERTICAL HEIGHT OF FILL SLOPES
MAXIMUM HEIGHT OF ANY PROPOSED RETAINING WALL(S)
TOTAL AREA DISTURBED BY GRADING (sq. ft. or acres)
What is the address of the pick-up/deposit site for any excess cutffill?

Specify the proposed truck haul route to/from this location.

IV, ACCESS

A. Existing: Describe the existing access road(s) to the site. Include road widths, shoulders, and type of
surface material.

All poles are accessed by Shepard Mesa Road or Highway 192.

B. Proposed: Described any proposed access to the proposed building site(s). Include road width,
shoulders, and type of surface material proposed.

All poles are accessed by Shepard Mesa Road or Highway 192,

C. Does property front on a public street?@ N
ls access to be taken from this public street? Y®
Name of public street: Shepard Mesa Road and Highway 192.

D. Describe any proposed street improvements including paving, curbs and gutters, sidewalks, street
trees, street-name signs, stop signs, street lighting, bus stops and fire hydrants.

N/A
E. Wil the proposed access utilize an easement across neighboring property? @ N

*Submit documentation that supports the applicant’s use of this easement.

Please see the attached copy of Grant of Easement for Shepard Mesa Area.

F. Describe proposed construction equipment access. All construction access (i.e. standard line trucks)
will be, or was performed from existing access roads or within SCE's easement arsa.

Updaled by bijpl22206
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V. DEVELOPMENT AND USE

A, Existing: Describe the existing structures and/or improvements on the site.
Use Size (sq ft) Height # of Dwelling Units

Total eighty-five (85) structures (poles) on the project site were improved. Qut of 85, 37 poles were only

replaced with new conductor (Attachment 1, Table 1); the rest of 48 poles were replaced with light steel
poles (Attachment 1, Table 2).

B. Proposed: Describe the proposed structures and/or improvements.
Use Size (sq ft}) Height # of Dwelling Units

Total eighty-five (85) structures (poles) on the project site were improved. Out of 85, 37 poles were only

replaced with hew conductor (Attachment 1, Table 1): the rest of 48 wood poles were replaced with light

steel poles (Attachment 1, Table 2).

C. Will any structures be demolished or removed? If so, please list them here as requested.
Current Use Historic Use Age Rental Price (if rented)

48 wood poles in this project site were replaced with light steel poles (please see Attachment 1, Table

2). All the former and new pole numbers are both listed in Table 2.

D. Describe all other existing uses of the property.
Existing land use surrounding the SCE easement includes residential, agricultural, and vacant land.

SCE easements preclude the presence of structures which may interfere with transmission line

operations. Certain pre-existing structures may be allowed to remain within the easement, but these wiil

not be disturbed by the projedt.

E. How will the project affect the existing uses of the property?

This project will not affect existing uses of the property, because the power poles replace old poles that

have existed within the easement for many vears.

F. Describe any other historic use(s) of the property. This may include agricultural (include crop type),
commercial, or residential uses.
NA — same as existing use

Updated by bjp122206
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G. Provide a short description of the land uses surrounding the site.
The property in the area is generally residential, agricultural, vacant land, and State Highway 192.
North
South
East
West

H. STATISTICS: Mark each section with either the information requested or "n/a" if not applicable.

EXISTING PROPOSED TOTAL
TOTAL BUILDING COVERAGE ON
THE SITE, INCLUDING COVERED
PARKING AND ACCESSORY
STRUCTURES (sgq. ft.) n/a n/a n/a
STRUCTURES (sq. ft.) n/a n/a n/a
ROADS/PARKINGAWALKWAYS {sq. ft.) nfa n/a n/a
OPEN SPACE (sq. ft.) h/a nfa n/a
RECREATION (sq. ft.) n/a nfa n/a
LANDSCAPING (sq. ft.) n/a nfa n/a
UNPAVED TRAILS (sq. ft.) n/a n/a n/a
AGRICULTURAL LANDS (sq. ft.) nfa n/a n/a
POPULATION (#) n/a n/a nia
(employees/residents)
DWELLING, HOTEL/MOTEL UNITS n/a n/a nfa
MAX HEIGHT OF STRUCTURES (ft.) 748 * 745 * 745 *
*pole height is 65" min to 85" max. and 9 to 10.5’ of {otal height is buried below ground level,

WATER WELLS (#) n/a nfa __hia
SEPTIC SYSTEMS (#) na n/a n/a
PARKING (on-site)
TOTAL # OF SPACES n/a n/a n/a
# OF COVERED SPACES n/a n/a n/a
# OF STANDARD SPACES n/a n/a n/a
SIZE OF STANDARD SPACES n/a n/a n/a
# OF HANDICAPPED SPACES nfa n/a n/a

TOTAL AREA OF IMPERVIOUS _nfa n/a nfa

SURFACES (SQ. FT/ACRES)

Estimate the cost of development, excluding land costs. $600,000.00

Updated by bjp1222006
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VI. SITE INFORMATION
A. Is this property under an Agricultural Preserve Contract? Y@

B. Describe the soil characteristics.
NA

C. Describe any unstable soil areas on the site.
NA

D. Name and describe any year round or seasonal creeks, ponds, drainage courses or other water bodies.
How runoff is currently conveyed from the site”?
NA

E. Hasthere ever been flooding on the site? ¥ | N

If yes, state the year and describe the effect on the project site.

F. Describe any proposed drainage and/or flood control measures. How will storm water be conveyed
across and from the site? Where will storm water discharge?
NA

G. Wil the project require the removal of any trees? Y { N
if so, please list them here as requested. Attach additional sheets as necessary.

Type Diameter {at 4' height) Height

Explain why it is necessary to remove these trees.

H. Describe the wildlife known to inhabit or frequent the site.
Please see attached Biological Resource Survey Report for Santa Clara-Getty 86kV Rebuild Project

which was completed in October 2005 (Attachment 2).

Updated by bjp122206
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I Describe any noise sources that currently affect the site.
NA

J. Arethere any re d prehistoric or historic archaeological sites on the property or on neighboring
parcels? Y Unknown

If yes, describe.

Please see attached Phase | Cultural Resource Investigation Report for Santa Clara-Getty 66 kY

Transmission Line Reconducter Project, which was completed in November 2005 (Attachment 3).

K. Describe all third party property interests (such as easements, leases, licenses, rights-of-way, fee
ownerships or water sharing agreements) affecting the project site, provision of public utilities to the site
or drainage off the site.

SCE Grants of Easement across the subject properties, dated 1917 — 1960, allow permanent easement

and access for SCE power lines, poles, including rights for pole and/or tower replacement, ingress,

egress (see attached Grants of Easement).

L. Wil any other agencies (such as CA Fish & Game, US Fish & Wildlife, Army Corp. of Engineers,
Regional Water Quality Control Board) require permits for the project? If so, list them here.
N/A

M. Have you incorporated any measures into your project to mitigéte or reduce potential environmental
impacts? _Yes _ If so, list them here. (Examples include tree preservation plans, creek restoration
plans, and open space easements.)

Mitigation measures are identified in the aftached Sensitive Resource Survey and incorporated into the

project design and construction.

N. Describe measures that will be incorporated into the project design to address storm water quality {e.g.,
protect riparian corridors, reduce runoff, reduce directly connected impervious areas, eliminate pollutant
sources, etc).”

NA

* Refer to Best Management Practices handbooks such as "Start at the Source” by Bay Area Stormwater Management Agencies
Association, 1899 and on the Internet at www.epa.gov/inpdes/menuofbmps.htm. Also handouts at the counter developed by Project
Clean Water.

Updated by bjpl22206
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VIl. PARCEL VALIDITY

P&D will not accept an application for development on vacant, unimproved property without ciear evidence
that the property is a separate legal lot. Acceptable evidence of a separate legal lot include any of the
following which show the subject property in it's current configuration: a recorded Parcel or Final Map, a
recorded Centificate of Compliance or Conditional Certificate of Compliance, an approved Lot Line
Adjustment, a recorded Reversion to Acreage, a recorded Voluntary Merger or an approved Lot Split Plat.

A. Type of evidence provided to demonstrate a separate, legal lot: N/A
Copy of evidence attached: OYes ONo
Reference number for evidence supplied: N/A

B. Date current property owner acquired the property: NA

C. Date property was acquired in its present configuration: __ NA

D. Does the applicant own adjacent property?

Address(es): N/A
E. Is this parcel part of property that the applicant previously subdivided?
Map Number: N/A Peed Number: N/A

VIIl. PUBLIC/PRIVATE SERVICES
A. WATER:

Existing: N/A

1. If the property is currently served by a private well, submit the following for each well:
Pumpage records (electrical meter or flow meter readings) for the past 10 years
pump test data

location of other wells within 500 feet

water quality analysis

drillers report (with construction details)

copy of applicable well sharing agreement

~ooo0Tw®

2. Does the well serve other properties? Y @

If yes, address(es):

3. Ifthe property is currently served by a private or public water district, submit the following:
a. Name: NA
b. District/Company meter records for the past 10 years.

Updated by bjpt22206
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Proposed:
4. Will the project require annexation to a public or private water company? Y@

If yes, name:

5. Is awell proposed? Y ® If so, will it serve other properties? Y@

If yes, address{es):

B. SEWAGE DISPOSAL:

1. Existing: Indicate if the property is currently served by the following:

Yes/No
a. septic system® No
b. drywell* No
¢. public sewer district No If yes, name:

*Submit engineering details on septic tanks and dry wells, as well as calculations for leach field size,

where applicable.

2. Proposed: Indicate what sewage disposal services are proposed as part of this project?

a. septic system* N/A
b. drywell* N/A
¢. public sewer district N/A Ostrict Name:

*Submit percolation tests and/or drywell performance tests as applicable.

3. Will the project require annexation to any public sewer district? Y ®

Name;

C. FIRE PROTECTION

1. ls the project in a high fire hazard area? Circle one: Yes

2. Fire protection is (will be) provided by the S.B County

Fire

Department.
(Montecito, Summerland, S.B. County)

3. Is there an existing water main infrastructure in the vicinity? Circle one: Yes

4, How far away is the nearest standard fire hydrant? N/A feet.
Updated by bjp122206
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5. If not, is a new fire hydrant proposed? Circle one: Yes

6. If a new hydrant is proposed, what is the fongest driving distance from the proposed hydrant to the
proposed building(s)? feet.

7. Will fire protection be provided by an on-site water storage tank? Circle one: Yes

Tank capacity; gallons

8. What is the driving distance from the water tank to the proposed structure(s)? feet,

9. s afire sprinkler system proposed? Yes Locaticn

10. Describe the access for fire trucks. Include width and height clearance for access and surface

material.

11. Will hazardous materials be stored or used? Y/ @

List any hazardous material which may be used or stored on the site.

D. UTILITIES:

1. For each of the following service improvements note whether it currently exists on the project site or
will be reguired to accommodate the proposed development:

Currently Exists Required
Sewer N/A N/A
Water meter N/A N/A
Septic system N/A N/A
Water well N/A N/A
Power lines Yes Yes
Water storage tanks (size: } N/A N/A
Telephone lines Yes Yes
Storm drains N/A N/A
Other N/A N/A

Telephone or communication lines are strung under the SCE electric power line and attached to the SCE
power pales. These communication lines are not reguired for the project, but do provide
telecommunications services to customers through local telecommunications providers.

(Note: Staff may require information regarding the location, depth, and width of trenching)
E. SCHOOLS: For projects within existing or proposed residential zone districts, provide the names of the
elementary, high and unified school districts serving the project site.
Elementary: NA
High School: NA
Unified School: N/A

Updated by bjp122206
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Please include any other information you feel is relevant to this application.

CERTIFICATION OF ACCURACY AND COMPLETENESS signatures must be completed for each line. If one or

more of the parties are the same, please re-sign the applicable line.

Applicant's signature authorizes County staff to enter the property described above for the purposes of inspection.

! hereby dectare under penally of perjury that the information contained in this application and all attached materials are correct, true
and complete. | acknowledge and agree that the County of Santa Barbara is relying on the accuracy of this information and my
representations in order to process this application and that any permits issued by the County may be rescinded if it is determined that
the information and materials submitted are not irue and correct. | further acknowledge that | may be liable for any costs associated
with rescission of such permits.

Print name and sign — Firm Date
Print name and sign - Preparer of this form Date
Print name and sign - Applicant Date
Print name and sign - Agent Date
Print name and sign - Landowner Date

GAGROUPP&D\Digital Librar\Applications Forms Brochures Public Information\Planning Applications and Forms\CDPHearingSubRegAPP.DOC

Updated by hjp122206



Attachment 1

Project Description



Santa Clara-Getty 66 kV Line Power Poles Replacement

Introduction/Background

Southern California Edison (SCE) has replaced an existing 3.7-mile segment of a 66 kilovolt (kV)
power line in Santa Barbara County, running from the Ventura County line to the Carpinteria
Substation. The above effort included replacing 48 wood power poles with lightweight steel poles,
replacing conductors for 34 wood power poles, and 3 steel poles. Please note, these 3 steel
poles were replaced previously, and the replacement is not in conjunction with this project. The
SCE Coastal Development Permit {CDP) application, being filed at the request of the County of
Santa Barbara Planning Commission, seeks approval for the replacement of these 48 poles.

Project Purpose

This replacement of the 3.7-mile segment of power line was undertaken to provide “backup”
capacity o insure continuity of service to the greater Santa Barbara County area using the 66,000
volt (66 kV) systemn in the event of a catastrophic failure of the 220,000 volt (220 kV) system that
normally feeds the load within the county.

Under normal conditions, the load in Santa Barbara County is fed from the 220 kV Santa Clara
Substation (near the north end of Wells Road in Saticoy, east of Ventura) using the Goleta-Santa
Clara ##1 and #2 220 kV lines from Santa Clara Substation to Goleta Substation (at the north end
of Glenn Annie in Goleta). The 220 kV is transformed, or “stepped down” to 66 kV, and is then
fed to several substations within the county, From those substations, the voltage is lowered
again to a distribution voltage of either 4 kV, or 16 kV, and is again stepped down to secondary
voltages in the field and then distributed fo our customers. SCE does have customers that take
service at 66 kV within the county, i.e. the desalination plant on Yanonnali, Onshore Substation
which is adjacent to Sandpiper Golf Course in Isla Vista, and the Exxon refinery near El Capitan
State Beach for example.

The Ventura area is served in much the same way, 220 kV to 66 kV to 16 kV to the customer
from the Santa Clara Substation. The Santa Barbara and Ventura areas are split into separate
systems, the Goleta system, and the Santa Clara system with the difference being the Santa
Clara system is fed by two 220 kV systems to the east, and generation to the south and east,
while the Goleta system is near the west end of SCE service territory and only has one feed at
220 kV from the Santa Clara Substation. While both the Goleta and Santa Clara systems operate
independently, and helow the 220 kV level , at a 66 kV or lower, there are points within the 66 kV
system that can tie the two systems together in parallel in the event of a catastrophic failure on
the 220 kV system so that the Santa Clara 66 kV system can provide power to the Goleta system
until the 220 kV lines can be brought back on-line.

A study performed in 1998 determined that the capacity of the 66 kV system tie lines between the
Goleta and Santa Clara systems would need to be increased to support the load in Santa
Barbara County in the event of the loss of the 220 kV lines. SCE refers to that scenario as an N-
2 condition (N = normal operation, -2 = the loss of two 220 kV lines feeding the county). In an N-
2 condition affecting the 220 kV lines, the load in Santa Barbara would have to be fed solely by
the B6kV system, and would be supported by the Santa Clara 66 kV system in Ventura. The
nearest substation in Santa Barbara County to Santa Clara Substation is Carpinteria Substation
located adjacent to Carpinteria High School, in Carpinteria. It was decided that replacing the
existing conductor with a larger conductor, and replacing structures as needed along the existing
routes between the two substations was preferred over acquiring rights for new routes and
designing andfor constructing additional lines. The 66 kV power would then trave! from the Santa
Clara system to Carpinteria Substation within the Goleta system, and then in turn on to various
substations throughout the Goleta system in the event of an emergency.



It should be noted that larger wire was installed not to serve an expanding customer base under
normal conditions, but instead, was installed only to maintain service over SCE's entire service
territory within the Goleta system during an N-2 condition emergency, so that continuity of service
could be maintained while repairs were made to the 220 kV system.

The re-conductor from Carpinteria Substation east to the county line involved the removal of
19,322.5 circuit feet (3.66 miles) of existing 2/0 copper conductors (installed in 1932), which is
414 inches in diameter, and has a capacity of 405 amperes {amps}). The 2/0 conductor was
replaced with 954 stranded aluminum conductors (SAC) with a diameter of 1.124 inches, and a
capacity of 1090 amps.

Prior to the re-conductor operation, a detailed analysis of the condition of the poles in the field
was performed by SCE personnel. Structures and components found to be in need of
replacement, due to one or more factors, such as woodpecker damage, abnormal wear due to
local weather conditions, components reaching the end of their expected service life, etc., were
identified. Of the total 85 poles within the 3.7-mile segment of power lines, 48 were identified and
replaced because of the above listed detericration factors.

Additionally, an engineering analysis was performed on the poles to determine whether any of the
existing poles should be replaced with taller structures to accommodate the increased clearance
needs of the new conductars which are heavier, and will sag more when ambient temperatures
and load rise.

All of the insulators within the project were replaced with polymer units which will eliminate the
need for periocdic washing, thus eliminating the impact to both local traffic and residents along the
route. The additional benefit of this replacement is that it will also greatly reduce, or eliminate any
noise emanating from the existing insulators.

The details are listed below for all 85 poles within the project area:

Table 1: Poles with Conductor Replaced Only

# Sheet Former Pole New Pole Notes
Number Number Number
1 2 4388667E 75' New conductor only
2 3 106123E 70° New conductor only
3 3 106125E 75’ New conductor only
4 3 1238760E 75’ New conductor only
5 3 1238749k 70’ New conductor only
6 4 1238747E 70 New conductor only
7 4 1238746E 70 New conductor only
8 4 4305745E 70' New conductor only
9 4 4305746E 70’ New conductor only
10 4 4305747E 70 New conductor only
11 4 4170614E 70' New conductor onty
12 4 1238740E 70’ New conductor only
13 4 1238739E 70 New conductor only
14 4 2303869E 75’ New conductor only
15 5 4306748E 70’ New conductor only
16 5 106149E 70’ New conductor only
17 5 1324181E 7¢ New conductor only
18 5 1324182E 70’ New conductor only
19 5 106152E 70’ New conductor only
20 B 1871704E 70’ New conductor only



# Sheet Former Pole New Pole Notes
Number Number Number

21 8 106158E 70’ New conductor only

22 7 106164E 70’ New conductor only

23 7 1920989k 70’ New conductor only

24 7 1920986E 75’ New conductor only

25 7 1920887E 78’ New conductor only

26 8 1872161E 7%’ New conductor only

27 9 2203868E 75 New conductor only

28 9 106190E 70’ New conductor only

29 9 106194E 70’ New conductor only

30 9 10B8195E 70’ New conductor only

31 11 4170618k 85 New conductor only

32 11 4141436E 808 New conductor only

33 1 4141437E 75 New conductor only

34 13 4093351E 75 New conductor only

35 6 106160E 70’ 4416693E 70° | New Condugtor Only (re-frame,
poly ins.) This pole was hit by a
car on 12/04/03 and changed out
then. Not related to this permit
application.

36 7 106165E 70’ 4423105E 70° | New Conductor Only {re-frame,
poly ins.). This pole replaced
1/30/08 due to deterforation
unrelated to this permit
application.

37 7 4170617E 80’ New Conductor Only {re-frame,
poly ins.). This pole replaced due
to deterioration unrelated to this
parmit application,

Table 2: Wood Pole Replaced by Steel Pole
# Sheet Former Pole New Pole Nofes
Number Number Number

1 3 1235901E 70 4435013E 70’ | Pole replaced due to deterioration

only

2 3 1920853E 75’ 4435014E 78’ | Pole replaced due to detericration

only

3 4 1238748E 70’ 4435016k 75’ | Pole replaced due to detericration

only. Existing pole had impaired
phase clearance, would have been
replaced W/5' taller regardless.

4 4 1238745E 70 4435016E 70" | Pole replaced due to deterioration

only

5 4 1238738E 70’ 4436017E 70" } Pole replaced due to deterioration

only

B 4 1823837 70/ 4435018E 75" | Replaced due to deterioration only.

New pole 5’ taller due to a "Widow
Maker' having to be removed per
Engineering Standards.

7 4 4093275E 80 4435019E 80" | Pole replaced due to deterioration

only

8 5 106144E 70’ 4435020E 70" | Pole replaced due to deterioration

only




# Sheet Former Pole New Pole Notes
Number Number Number

9 5 106146E 70’ 4539108E 70" | Pole replaced due to deterioration
only

10 5 106154E 70/ 4539109E 70" | Pole replaced due to deterioration
only

i1 6 106155E 70’ 4435021E 70" | Pole replaced due to deterioration
only

12 6 106157E 70 4435022E70" | Pole replaced due to deterioration
only

13 7 106162E 70’ 4435023E 70" | Pole replaced due to deterioration
only

14 7 106163E 70’ 4435024E 70° | Pole replaced due to deterioration
only

15 7 2115767E 75 4435025E 75’ | Pole replaced due to deterloration
only

16 7 4170616L 80 4436026E 80" | Pole replaced due to deterloration
only

17 7 1665177E 80’ 4435027E 80" | Pole replaced due to deterioration
only

18 7 1723095E 80’ 4435027 E 80" | Pole replaced due to deterioration
only.

19 7 2295420E 8¢’ 4435028E 80" | Pole replaced due to deterioration
only

20 7 1723097E 75 4435029E 75’ | Pole replaced due to deterioration
only

21 7 1920983E 75’ 4435030E 75" | Pole replaced due to deterioration
only

22 7 1920984E 78 4435031E 75" | Pole replaced due to deterioration
only

23 8 1920988E 70° 4435032E 70’ | Pole replaced due to deterioration
only .

24 8 2116387E 70 4435034k 70° | Pole replaced due to deterioration
only

25 8 106187E 7¢° 4435035E 70" | Pole replaced due to deterioration
only

26 9 2274919E 75 4423667E 75" | Pole replaced due to deterioration
only

27 9 106193E 70’ 4435036E 70’ | Pole replaced due to deterioration

. only

28 9 106197E 70’ 4436037E 75 | Pole replaced due to deterioration
only. This section of poles (six
poles) increased to 75' due to line
transitioning to 80", and then 85'
pole on the east end of this section.

29 9 106199E 70’ 4435038E 75" | Pole replaced due fo deterioration
only. This section of poles (six
poles) increased to 75' due to line
transitioning to 80", and then 85'
pole on the east end of this section.

30 9 106201E 70 4435039E 75’ | Pole replaced due to deterjoration

only. This section of poles (six
poles) increased to 75' due to line
transitioning to 80", and then 85
pole on the east end of this section.




Sheet
Number

Former Pole
Number

New Pole
Number

Notes

31

10

106202E 70’

4435040E 75

Pole replaced due to deterioration
only. This section of poles (six
poles) increased to 75' due to line
transitioning to 80°, and then 85’
pole on the east end of this section.

32

10

2115768E 70

4435041E 75’

Pole replaced due to deterioration
only. This section of poles (six
poles) increased to 75' due to line
transitioning to 80°, and then 85’
pole on the east end of this section.

33

10

2115838E 70

4435042E 7%’

Pole replaced due to deterioration
only. This section of poles {six
poles) increased to 75' due to line
transitioning to 80°, and then 85'
pole on the east end of this section.

34

10

2115769E 80’

4435043 80

Pole replaced due to deterioration
only

35

11

4141435E 85’

4435044E 85

Pole replaced due to deterioration
only

36

11

2118772E 70’

4435045E 7O

Pole replaced due to deterioration
only

37

11

2295421E 70" -

4435046E 75

Pole replaced due to deterioration,
and long spans (247 west, 417
east), 5' taller pole installed due to
increased sag with new wire.

38

11

646784E 70’

4435047E 80°

Pole replaced due to deterioration,
and long spans (417 west, 392
east), 10’ taller pole installed due to
increased sag with new wire.

39

11

646785E 70’

4435048E 80

Pole replaced due to deterioration,
and long spans (391 west, 239
east), 10" taller pole installed due to
increased sag with new wire.

40

12

64678B6E 70’

4435049E 80’

The spans on either side of this pole
shorten (239 west, 229 east). Paole
kept at 10' taller for continuity of
line,

41

12

646787E 70

4435050E 75°

Pole replaced due to deterioration.
Span fo east long (292), Pole 10
taller for extra sag.

42

12

G46788E 70

4423851E 80’

Pole replaced due to deterioration,
Span to west long (292). Pole 10
taller for extra sag.

43

13

646789E 70’

4423852E 80

Pole replaced due to deterioration.
Span to east long {(375). Pole 10'
taller for extra sag.

44

13

646790E 70’

44238563E 80

Pole replaced due to deterioration,
and long spans (375 west, 366
east), 10' taller pole installed due to
increased sag with new wire.

45

13

2279207E 80

4423854 85

Pole replaced due to deterioration.
Span to south long (423). Pole 10'
taller for extra sag.




# Sheet Former Pole New Pole Notes
Number Number Number

46 13 787286E 6%’ 4423855E 70’ | Pole replaced due to deterioration,
and long spans {271 south, 286
north), 10" taller pole installed due
to increased sag with new wire,

47 13 787285E 80’ 4423856E 80" | Pole replaced due to deterioration
only

48 13 787284E 60 4425346E 65 | This pole replaced with an
engineered steel pole due to
increased tension and sag to the
east, New pole is approximately 15'
higher out of ground.

Alternatives

As requested by the County of 3anta Barbara, SCE considered alternatives to this project that
would avoid or substantially lessen aesthetic effects of the project.

Reconstruction of the existing Santa Clara-Getty 66 kV transmission line within a new easement
in a different location would require the acquisition of a new easement, as well as construction
activities and environmental impacts within an undisturbed area. Construction within a new
easement would create new aesthetic impacts to different resldents, while the existing route
would still be required to maintain existing communication and distribution lines. A new route
would also result in greater land use, biological, cultural resource, and other environmental
impacts due to new disturbance. This alternative is considered not feasible and no alternative
route Is identified or proposed by SCE. The existing project is entirely within existing utility
easements surrounded by residential, agricultural, vacant land, and State highways. Therefore,
an alternative route will result in significantly greater environmental impacts than the existing
route and has been eliminated from further consideration in this document.

In addition, an underground power transmission line was considered. Undergrounding this power
line is not a feasible alternative because of the extremely high cost of installation and
maintenance compared to the overhead line. Additionally, placing this line underground would
result in significant loss of private use of land within the easement, significant additional biological
impacts and potential cultural resource Impacts. SCE's reconstructed line does not deviate from
the previous alignment within existing easements. In summary, replacement of the existing power
line within existing easements is the most cost efficient alternative with the least environmental
impacts. Therefore, an underground alternative has heen eliminated from further consideration in
this document.

Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Determination of the proposed project's beneficial or adverse aesthetic effects is highly
subjective. To aid this determination, Santa Barbara County has adopted Environmental
Thresholds and Guidelines that help identify whether or not a project would create a significant
impact on visual resources.

The project may be deemed to have a potentially significant effect if:

1. The project site has significant visual resources by virtue of surface waters, vegetation,
elevation, slope or other natural or man-made features which are publicly visible, and it
has the potential to degrade or significantly interfere with the public’s enjoyment of the
site’s existing visual resources;



2. The project has a potential to impact visual resources of the Coastal Zone or other
visually important area (e.g., mountainous area, public park, urban fringe, or scenic travel
corfidor); and the project has a potential to conflict with the policies set forth in the Local
Coastal Plan {LCP), the Comprehensive Plan, or any applicable community plan to
protect the identified views,

3. The project has a potential to create a significantly adverse aesthetic impact through
obstruction of public views, incompatibility with surrounding uses, structures, or intensity
of development, remaoval of significant amounts of vegetation, loss of important open
space, substantial alteration of natural character, lack of adequate landscaping, or
extensive grading visible from public areas.

Of the total 85 poles within the 3.7-mile segment of power lines, 48 were replaced with steel
poies. Of those 48 poles, 19 poles were replaced with taller steel poles and the rest were
replaced with the same height steel poles. While the new taller pcles are visible, they do not
result in a significant change fo public views, as the new structures replaced poles that have been
a part of the visual landscape of the area for many years., This visual change does not meet
County or State criteria for a finding of significance as existing public views have not been
substantially altered.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

Southern California Edison (SCE) is considering replacing or upgrading a portion of its
Santa Clara-Getty 66 kV line. The poles scheduled for replacement follow a westerly
course starting at intersection of SR150 and SR192 and ending at SCE’s Carpinteria
Substation.

This document describes the results of field surveys of the natural vegetation and special-
status plant and wildlife species conducted in 1999-2000 for 85 poles located along
Southern California Edison’s (SCE) Santa Clara-Getty 66 k'V transmission line. In
addition, qualified BRC biologists revisited the sites for a reconnaissance-level
assessment on October 30, 2005. This latter effort was mainly to determine if the general
habitat at the sites had changed since the eatlier, more detailed surveys completed in
1999-2000, which were intended to determine the potential and actual occurrence of any
special-status plant and wildlife species at pole or tower sites that were then proposed for
upgrading.

2.0 STUDY AREA

This survey is focused on 85 power poles/towers located along the Santa Clara-Getty 66
kV transmission line that starts at the intersection of SR150 and SR192 and rnms west
along SR192 to intersect the Santa Clara-Carpinteria 66 kV transmission line.

A detailed survey of this line was conducted in 1999-2000 to determine the presence of
any special-status species or habitats at each of the transmission poles/towers along this
circuit.

Biological resources, particularly special-status species and sensitive habitats, were
surveyed within a 50-foot radius of each pole or tower. The pole numbers listed in this
document are the ones recorded during the 1999-2000 surveys. Most pole numbers had
changed as of October 30, 2005.

3.0 METHODS

The initial field surveys were completed between 17 May and 28 June 1999. A team of
two qualified biologists (one botanist and one wildlife biologist) traveled to each of the
85 towers and conducted a reconnaissance level survey. In addition, a qualified BRC
biologist revisited the sites on October 30, 2005.

To determine the presence {or absence) of most wildlife species requires intensive field
sampling and observation. Since this was mainly a reconnaissance level survey, the
approach was to determine the habitat types present relying on a standard vegetation
classification system (Sawyer and Keeler-Wolf 1995) and to associate wildlife
occurrence with the presence or absence of habitats that would predict the occturence of
individual wildlife species.



After an orientation meeting with SCE personnel familiar with the project study area, the
fieldwork was scheduled and initiated. Traveling in a single off-road vehicle, the team
drove SCE maintenance roads or public roads to reach the nearest point possible to each
tower. Usually after a short hike, the base of each tower was inspected for a radius of
approximately 50 feet. The focus of the surveys was to determine the presence or
absence of sensitive plants and animals and to determine the habitat types present. The
sensitive plant surveys completed in 1999-2000 were timed to include when there was a
high probability of seeing flowering plants. The biologists used standardized field forms
to record all observations. These data were later transferred into a computerized database
using Microsoft Excel®.

3.1 Vegetation Mapping Protocols and Classification

Sawyer and Keeler-Wolf (1995) present the California Native Plant Society’s (CNPS’s)
approach to hierarchical classification, in 4 Manual of California Vegetation, and it is the
classification approach that is followed for the purposes of this report, Several
(approximately 50%) of the plant communities observed during the field surveys are
described as ‘series’ by Sawyer and Keeler-Wolf (1995). Their approach to hierarchical
classification of vegetation forms a base line for the vegetation classification at the SCE
tower sites, in which the most important units of conservation in any vegetative hierarchy
are the floristically based series (or plant communities).

Floristic components of classification include the individual plant taxa that contribute to
the vegetation occupying an area, and they form the different plant communities (or
series). Although all plant communities observed during the field survey are not
described by Sawyer and Keeler-Wolf (1995), the newly observed plant communities are
easily classified and named according to the same hierarchical protocols described by
them. The three terms (vegetation type, plant community, and plant association) used to
describe the vegetation, its floristic components, and the characteristics of each term are
described below.

A vegetation type is a broad vegetative unit that is not floristically based, but is defined
by stand structure and physiognomic features that are characteristic of the general
vegetation. Stand-structure is represented by growth form (i.c., trees form woodlands,
shrubs form shrublands of either scrub or chaparral, and herbs/grasses form grasslands)
and habit (i.e., woody, semi-woody, or herbaceous).

A plant community is a more defined vegetative unit that is characterized and named
according to the vegetation’s dominant species. More specifically, plant communities are
defined by the one dominant plant taxon that contributes to the greatest percent ground
cover and/or canopy cover (open, intermittent, or closed/continuous). This class is
usually floristically-based (i.e. Purple Needlegrass Perennial Grassland), in which the
plant community name specifies a dominant taxon; however, this class may not always be
floristically based.



A plant community may also be classified according to more defined habit characteristics
(i.e., annual [California Annual Grassland], biennial, or perennial; sclerophyll-leaved or
soft-leaved; etc.), or can be classified into more descriptive units based on origin
(Ruderal Grassland) or flower displays (Wildflower Field). These plant comimunities do
not specify a dominant plant taxon in the name, but they are more defined grassland
units, and for the purposes of this report, are considered plant communities.

Table 1 lists all plant communities observed making up the four vegetation types within
the SCE survey area. Each community is an assigned c¢lass code used in the tables in
Appendix D.

The plant association is a detailed vegetative unit that is always floristically based with
either one dominant species, plus one or more important associate species, or two co-
dominant species plus one or more associate species. Co-dominants are two plant taxa
that are equally nmportant contributors to the overall percent ground cover, in which
neither species is dominant over the other.

Table 1. Plant communities observed and class codes.

Ruderal Grassland GR Commercial Buildings/Nursery CN
Lemonadeberry Chaparral CL Poison Oak Scrub SPO
Arroyo Willow Woodland WAW Agricultural Orchard 0O
California Sycamore Woodland WCS Agricultural Row Crops RC
Coast Live Oak Woodland WLO Residential Buildings R
Southern California Black Walnut Woodland | WBW Mixed Sage Scrub SMS

3.2 Special-status Species

Special-status species are plants and animals that are either listed as endangered or
threatened under the Federal or California Endangered Special Acts, listed as rare under
the California Native Plant Protection Act, or considered to be rare (but not formally
listed) by resource agencies, professional organizations (e.g. Audubon Society, California
Native Plant Society (CNPS), The Wildlife Society), and the scientific conmmunity. For
the purposes of this project, we selected the special-status species to be considered using
the criteria listed in Table 2.

To determine which special-status species are likely lo occur within a 50-foot radius of
each tower along the Santa Clara-Getty transmission line, a literature survey (including
Skinner and Pavlik [1994]) and a search of the California Department of Fish and Game's
(CDFG) Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB), was conducted for known occurrences
in the vicinity of the transmission line.



Table 2. Definitions of special-status species.

natural range.

Plants & animals legally protected under the California and Federal Endangered Species Acts or under other regulations.
Plants and animals considered sufficiently rare by the scientific commiunity to qualify for such listing; or

Plants and animals considered to be sensitive because they are unique, declining regionally or locally, or are at the extent of their

Special-Status Plané Species .0 -

®  Plants listed or proposed for listing as threatened or endangered under
the Federal Endangered Species Act (30 CFR 17.12 for listed plants and
various notices in Federal Register for proposed species).

®  Plants that are Category 1 or 2 candidates for possible fuiure fisling as
threatened or endangered under the Federal Endangered Species Act (33
CFR 6184, Febroary 21, 1990).

®  Plants thal meet the definitions of rare or endangered species under
the CEQA (State CEQA Guidelines, Section 15380).

®  Plants considered by CNPS to be "rare, thrcatened, or endangered” in
California (Lists 1B and 2 in Skinner & Pavlik [1994]).

®  Plants listed by CNPS as plants needing more informalion and plants
of limitcd distribution (Lists 3 and 4 in Skinner and Pavlik [1994]).

®  Plants listed or proposed for {isting by the State of California as
threatened or endangered under the California Endangered Species Act (14
CCR 670.3).

®  Plants listed under the California Native Plant Protection Act
(California Fish and Game Code 1900 et seq.).

®  Planis considered sensitive by other federal agencies (i.e., U.S. Forest
Service, Bureau of Land Management) or state and local agencies or
jurisdictions.

® DPlants considered sensitive or unigue by the scientific community;
oceurs at natural range limits (State CEQA Guidelines, Appendix G).

- Special-Status Asimal Specis

®  Animals listed/proposed for listing as
threatened/endangered under the Federal
Endangered Species Act (50 CFR 17.11 for listed
animals and various notices in Federal Register
for proposed species).

®  Animals that are Category 1 or 2 candidates
for possible future listing as threatened or
endangered under Federal Endangcred Species
Act (54 CFR 534).

®  Animals that meet the delinitions of rare or
endangered species under the CEQA (State CEQA
Guidetines, Section 15380).

®  Animals listed or proposed for listing by the
State of California as threatened and endangered
under the California Endangered Species Act (14
CCR 670.5).

®  Animal species of special concern to the
CDFG (Remsen [1978] for birds; Williams [1986]
for mammals),

®  Animal species that are fully protected in
California {California Fish & Game Code, Section
3511 [birds], 4700 [mammals], 5050 [reptiles,
amphibians]).

Table 3 provides status, habitat requirements, distribution, and survey results for each
special-status species, either observed in the vicinity of the tower sites or believed to
occur at or near the towers, based on the presence of suitable habitat. The information
provided, for each identified special-status species, includes: scientific and common
{(vernacular) names; species status, including Federal and state, CDFG’s NDDB Element
(Global and State) Ranking, and CNPS List and Rarity-Endangerinent-Distribution (R-E-
D) Code; a physical description; habitat requirements; species distribution; and survey

results.

Listed species are those taxa that are formally listed as endangered or threatened by the
federal government (e.g. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service [USFWS]), pursuant to the
federal Endangered Species Act or as endangered, threatened, or rare (for plants only) by
the State of California (i.e. California Fish and Game Commmission), pursuant to the
California Endangered Species Act or the Calilornia Native Plant Protection Act.

The NDDB Element Ranking system (NDDB 1997b) provides a nuineric global and state
ranking system for all special-status species tracked by the NDDB. The global rank (G-




rank) 1s a reflection of the overall condition of an element (species or natural community)
throughout its global range. The state ranking (S-rank) is assigned much the same way as
the global rank, except state ranks in California often also contain a threat designation
attached to the S-rank.

As described for the NDDB ranking, not all special-status species considered in this
report are tracked by CNPS, nor are R-E-D codes given to them; therefore, we applied
the rules described above to “rank” those special-status species lacking such rankings or
codes. This applies to rare lichen taxa that may occur at the towers, for which CNPS has
not yet developed or incorporated into its [nventory of Rare and Endangered Vascular
Plants of California or developed and established by the California Lichen Society.
Rarity G- and S-ranks devised for taxa of this report are followed by a “?”, denoting
tentative assignment.

The CNPS R-E-D Code is a three-numbered numeric ranking for three categories (Rarity-
Endangerment-Distribution}, which more accurately describes each plant’s population
levels. Each number-code is described in Appendix C, California Native Plant Society
R-E-D Code, is specific for each category.

3.3 Tower Numbering Systems

Most of the towers surveyed along the SCE transmission line were number-and/or letter-
coded by SCE; however, several towers, or wooden and steel poles, are either not
numbered, out of sequence, or have duplicated numbers. If no original SCE tower
number was available during the survey, a temporary consecutive tower number with a
“?7” was assigned, using SCE’s tower numbering system.

The tower/pole numbers observed on October 30, 2005 were different from the pole
numbers noted during the 1999-2000 survey; however, for easier tower accounting and
inventorying for these surveys, a unique sequential numbering/letter-codes system was
developed and used for all towers surveyed. The numbering system begins at No. 1.,
which represents the first tower that is located at the SR150 and SR 192 intersection, and
ends at No. 85 which represents the last tower of the Santa Clara-Getty power line
located at the Carpinteria Substation,

4.0 RESULTS

4.1 Vegetation Descriptions

This section provides a complete inventory of the three vegetative units (vegetation types,
plant communities, and plant assoctations) observed at each tower along the SCE Santa
Clara-Getty 66 kV transmission line. Generalized information on the vegetation’s stand
structure, species descriptions and requirements, site characteristics, and associate species
contributing to the plant associations are provided in the following subsections. The
natural vegetation in the study area contains four general vegetation types: grassland,
coastal sage scrub, chaparral, and woodland. These ones observed at the 85 project sites
are described below.



Poison Oak Scrub

Poison Oak Scrub 1s dominated by Toxicodendron diversilobum, a winter-deciduous
poisonous shrub or vine with resinous leaves (becoming bright red in autumn), yellow-
green flowers, and leathery creamy-white fruit. The toxic resin-covered leaves, stems,
and fruit cause severe contact dermatitis. The widespread Poison Oak occurs in chaparral
and cak woodlands of canyon slopes at elevations below 1,650 meters (Hickman 1993).
It also commonly occurs along riparian corridor.

Ruderal Grassiand

Ruderal Grassland is a plant community that is typically in early successional stages as a
result of a severe human disturbance, or because the land is subject to recurrent natural
disturbance. This plant community is dominated by annual and perennial,
introduced/non-native, pioneering, herbaceous plants that readily colonize disturbed
ground. The ability of exotic species to invade disturbed areas arises from their
relationship to old-world ancestors that have co-existed with humans for millennia, and
thus are more adapted to exploit disturbed land. Ruderal communities may provide a
certain degree of eroston control for recently graded areas, but such communities are also
a threat to the natural biodiversity because they continually distribute invasive, highly-
competitive non-native propagules into otherwise native vegetation. However, if Ruderal
Grassland is left undisturbed, it can undergo succession towards more stable, and less
weedy, plant communities such as coastal sage or riparian scrub. (Zedler et al. 1997.)

Lemonadeberry Chaparral

Lemonadeberry Chaparral (Sumac Series according to Sawyer and Keeler-Wolf [1995])
is dominated by Rhus infegrifolia, a large aromatic, evergreen, glandular shrub with
leathery shinny-green leaves, white to pinkish petals, and glandular-hairy reddish fruit.
Lemonadeberry grows on north-facing slopes of canyons at elevations below 900 meters
(Hickman 1993). The sole or dominant plant taxon of this series may either be Laurel
Sumac or R. integrifolia. These shrubs may occur together as shrub-canopy co-
dominants; however, Lemonadeberry Chaparral was observed as the dominant species in
the shrub canopy along the SCE transmission line. Lemonadeberry forms an intermittent
to continuous canopy over a variety of scrub associates and a sparse grassy ground layer.
This series occurs on steep upland slopes, with shallow coarse soils, and at elevations
near sea level up to 400 meters. Sumac (/Lemonadeberry) Series is often overlooked by
combining it with mixed chaparral; however, many characteristic chaparral genera
(Adenostoma, Arctostaphylos, Ceanothus, Quercus) are absent from, or are uncommon
in, Sumac Series.

Lemonadeberry Chaparral was observed at iwo towers. The Lemonadeberry Chaparral
associations include several shrub canopy associates growing over scattercd ground layer
herbs typical of Coastal Sage Scrub communities. Lemonadeberry Chaparral co-
dominants/important canopy associates include: Coyote Brush, Bigpod Ceanothus, Giant
Wildrye, Chaparral Mallow, Laurel Sumac, Spiny Redberry, Purple Sage, and Blue
Elderberry.



Arroyo Willow Woodland

Arroyo Willow Woodland (Arroyo Willow Series according to Sawyer and Keeler-Wolf
[1995]) forms riparian habitat that is dominated by Salix lasiolepis. Arroyo Willow is a
winter-deciduous shrub or small tree with shinny dark green leaves (lower surface white
tomentose) (Hickman 1993). The NIWP (Reed 1988) lists Arroyo Willow with an
FACW wetland indicator status (facultative wetland species usually found in wetlands).
Arroyo Willow Series occurs in seasonally flooded or saturated freshwater wetland
habitats, such as floodplains and low-gradient depositions along rivers and streams, and is
abundant in marshes, meadows, and springs, at elevations below 1,800 meters. This
woodland community forms a continuous canopy growing over a sparse shrub layer and
variable ground layer (depending on canopy thickness).

Arroyo Willow Woodland was observed at one tower. The woodland observed at the
tower consists of Arroyo Willow-Coyote Brush Woodland with Coyote Brush as a co-
dominant. The tree canopy associates (including tree-like shrubs) contributing to the
willow stands include: Toyon, Southern California Black Walnut, California Sycamore
(Platanus racemosa), Coast Live Oak, Lemonadeberry, and Blue Elderberry.

The shrub stratum below the Arroyo Willow canopy consists of important associates
including the special-status species Plummer Baccharis (Baccharis plummerae ssp.
plummerae) and Fish Milkwort (Polygala cornuta ssp. fishiae), the shrub-like perennial
grass Giant Wildrye, and scrub species such as Spiny Redberry, Fuschia-flowered
Gooseberry, Purple Sage, and Poison Oak.

The herbaceous ground layer under Arroyo Willow includes a variety of native forbs
such as Mugwort (drfemisia douglasiana), Morning-glory, Pipestem Clematis, Many-
flowered Figwort, Hedge Nettle, Hoary Creek Nettle, and Western Verbena. The non-
native ground layer contributors include: Black Mustard, Italian Thistle (Carduus
pycnocephalus), Tocalote (Centaurea melitensis), Poison Hemlock (Coniunt maculatum),
Summer Mustard, Sourclover (Melilotus indica), and Cape Ivy (Senecio mikanioides).

California Sycamore Woodland

California Sycamore Woodland (California Sycamore Series according to Sawyer and
Keeler-Wolf [1995]) is dominated by the monoecious, wind-pollinated, broad-leaved
winier-deciduous Platanus racemosa. This native tree has smooth pale bark and large,
densely hairy, palmately lobed leaves, and it is a common tree occurring along
streamsides and in canyons (Hickman 1993). The NIWP (Reed 1988) lists P. racemosa
with a wetland indicator status of FACW, or a facultative wetland species.

California Sycamore Series grows in wetland soils, permanently saturated at depth, of
freshwater riparian corridors, braided depositional channels of intermittent streams,
gullies, springs, seeps, river banks, and terraces adjacent to floodplains subject to high-
intensity seasonal flooding. This series also occurs on upland rocky canyon slopes, in
alluvial, open cobbly, and rocky soils, at elevations below 2,400 meters. A shrubby
thicket of evergreen and deciduous shrubs may grow below the 35-meter, widely spaced,
sycamore canopy, and the ground layer is generally grassy.

California Sycamore Woodland was recorded at two towers, and a different plant
association occupies each tower. The tree species co-dominating the California



Sycamore canopy are Coast Live Oak and Southern California Black Walnut, while
Black Sage and Poison Oak grow as important understory shrubs to the tall emergent
sycamores. Arroyo Willow 1s common in these riparian sycamore stands, and
intergrading upland shrub species include: California Sagebrush, Coyote Brush,
Birchleaf Mountain Mahogany, Californica Buckwheat, Chaparral Mallow, and
Lemonadeberry.

Coast Live Oak Woodland

Coast Live Oak Woodland (Coast Live Oak Series according to Sawyer and Keeler-Wolf
[1995]) is dominated by Quercus agrifolia var. agrifolia, a broad-leaved evergreen, wide-
topped tree with furrowed dark gray bark and weakly spine-toothed, convex, dark green
leaves (Hickman 1993). (). agrifolia is the most widely distributed of the evergreen oaks,
and is capable of achieving large size and old age (Zedler et al. 1997). This oak occurs in
valleys and on slopes of riparian woodland fringes, scattered in grassland or Coastal Sage
Scrub communities, as an element of Mixed Evergreen Forest, or as a contributor to other
oak woodlands. Coast Live Qak, as a series, predominantly occurs on steep slopes and
on raised stream banks or terraces. Coast Live Oak Woodland (Series) forms a
continuous to open canopy (<30 meters tall), has an understory of occasional or common
shrubs and an absent or herbaceous ground layer, and requires sandstone or shale-derived
soils of elevations below 1,200 meters.

Coast Live Oak understory may include other typical Coastal Sage Scrub species:
Coyote Brush, Plummer Baccharis, buckwheats (Eriogonum cinereum, E. fasciculatum),
Toyon, Heart-leaved Bush Penstemon, Deerweed, Chaparral Mallow, Laurel Sumac,
Bush Monkeyflower, Fish Millkwort, Hollyleaf Cherry (Prunus ilicifolia), Spiny
Redberry, Fuschia-flowered Gooseberry, California Wild Rose (Rosa californica),
California Blackberry (Rubus ursinus), Purple Sage, Blue Elderberry, Poison Oak,
Canyon Sunflower, and Our Lord’s Candle.

A ground layer consisting of annual grasses and several showy wildflowers also
contribute to the oak woodland understory as well: Goldenstars, T.ay-and-Collie Indian
Paintbrush, Four-spotted Purple Clarkia, Blue Dicks, Lanceleaf Live Forever, Pacific
Peavine (Lathyrus vestitus), Fleshy Lupine (Lupirnus succulentus), Navarretia (Navarretia
Jjaredit), California Buttercup, Hummingbird Sage, California Globe Mallow (Sidalcea
malvaeflora ssp. californica), Blue-eyed Grass, Douglas Nightshade (Solanum douglasii),
Hedge Nettle, Western Verbena, and Johnny Jump-up.

Southern California Black Walnut Weodland

Southern Califorma Black Walnut Woodland (California Walnut Series according to
Sawyer and Keeler-Wolf [1995]) is dominated by Juglans californica var. californica, a
broad-leaved winter-deciduous, monoecious, tree that blooms from March to May. It has
gray-brown bark, toothed leaflets, and spheric, leathery-husked, strong-smelling fruit
(walnuts). J. californica is and uncommon endemic, ranging from coastal southern
Califorma from Santa Barbara County to Los Angeles County, found on canyon slopes at
elevations between 50 and 900 meters (Hickman 1993). It is listed in the NIWP (Reed
1988) with a of FAC (facultative species) wetland indicator status. J. californica is a
CNPS List 4 (limited distribution) and has an R-E-D (Rare-Endangerment-Distribution)



code of 1-2-3 (Rare, but low potential for extinction-Endangered in a portion of its range-
Endemic to California) (Skinner and Pavlik 1994). Southern California Black Walnut
Woodland is a much fragmented, declining natural community, and it is threatened by
urbanization and grazing, which inhibit natural reproduction (Skinner and Pavlik 1994).

California Walnut Series forms an open to closed canopy (<10 meters tall) growing over
a common or infrequent shrub stratum and a sparse or grassy ground layer. This
woodland requires deep, shale-derived, intermittently flooded/saturated soils of
freshwater riparian corridors, floodplains, incised canyons, seeps, and stream or river
banks at elevations between 150 and 900 meters.

Coast Live Oak may grow as a tree canopy co-dominant, while Greenbark Ceanothus and
Chaparral Mallow may occur as dominant understory shrubs. The less dominant walnut
understory shrubs may include: California Sagebrush, Coyote Brush, Hoary Ceanothus,
Toyon, Giant Wildrye, Southern Honeysuckle, Deerweed, Fish Milkwort, Spiny
Redberry, Fuschia-flowered Gooseberry, Purple Sage, and Poison Oak.

The ground layer consists of Goldenstars, Morning-glory, Miners Lettuce (Claytonia
perfoliata), San Diego Bedstraw, Green Everlasting, Summer Mustard, Purple
Needlegrass, Peony, Pacific Sanicle, Many-flowered Figwort, Blue-eyed Grass, Hedge
Nettle, and Western Verbena.

Mixed Sage Scrub

Mixed Sage Scrub (Mixed Sage Series according to Sawyer and Keeler-Wolf [1995]) is
the most typical Coastal Sage Scrub plant community. This upland plant community
consists of a mixture of scrub species, including one to three species of sage (Salvia spp.).
Three aromatic sages, typical of Coastal Sage Scrub or chaparral on dry south-facing
slopes, are contributors of Mixed Sage Scrub (Hickman 1993): White Sage (S. apiana),
with long tomentose stems, densely hairy-gray leaves, and white/lavender flowers
(<1,500 meters); Purple Sage (5. leucophylla), with grayish, puckered, densely branched-
hairy leaves, and rose-lavender flowers (between 50 and 800 meters); and, Black Sage (S
mellifera), with greenish, glandular-hairy, puckered leaves and white, pale blue/lavender
Nowers (<1,200 meters) (Sawyer and Keeler-Wolf 1995).

Mixed Sage Series consists of an equal representation of one to three sages and California
Sagebrush, plus a mixture of typical Coastal Sage Scrub species, including California
Bush Sunflower, California Buckwheat, Bush Monkeyflower, and prickly-pears (Opuntia
spp.). Emergent shrubs of Laurel Sumac, Lemonadeberry, and Blue Elderberry may also
be present. This series forms a continuous or intermittent canopy (<2 meters tall) over a
variable ground layer, and grows on sandy, rocky, shallow soils of upland slopes at
elevations below 1,200 meters. No single species or pair of species can dominate stands
of this series; instead, three or more species must equally share commonness and cover.

4.2 Potential Special-status Vascular Plants -

The literature review and database searches identified 44 special-status species of plants
known to occur in the general area where thebe towers/poles are located. Table 3



summarizes the literature and field survey results for special-status vascular plant species.
It includes scientific names, whether or not they were observed, and the likelihood of
occwrence within SCE boundaries if not directly observed. The timing of the field
surveys was outside the preferred season to observe or detect some of the special-status
species.

One special-status species, Southern California Black Walnut (Juglans californica var.
californica), was observed growing within the 50-foot radius of two towers.

Table 3. Likelihood of occurrence of special-status vascular plants

el T et S G e | Oceurrenice
L Tt T Habitat Preference - . | Fed/State/CNPS |- Likelihood.
Acanthomintha obovata Heart-leaved Thornmint Chaparral, Woodland, Grassland /-4 1-2-3 Unlikely
ssp. cordata
Antirrhimun ovatum Oval-leaved Snapdragon | Chaparral, Woodland, Grassland Cle/-/4 1-2-3 Unlikely
Aphanisma blitoides Aphanisina Coastal Sage Scrub C2/-/1B 2-2-2 Low
Astragalus brauntonii Braunten Milkvetch Chaparral, Coastal Sage Scrub, E/-1B 3-2-3 Low
Grassland
Atriplex pacifica South Coast Saliscale Coastal Sage Scrub C2/-11B 3-2-2 Low
Atriplex serenana var. Davidson Saltscale Coastal Sage Scrub <-/13 3-2-2 Low
davidsonii
Baccharis plummerae ssp. | Plummer Baccharis Coastal Sage Scrub, Live Oak /-4 1-1-3 Low
plummerae Woodland
Boykinia rotundifolia Round-leaved Boykinia Chaparral, Riparian Woodland -f-f4 1-1-3 Moderate
Calandrinia breweri Brewer Calandrinia Chaparral, Coastal Sage Scrub wff4 1-2-2 Moderate
Calachortus catalinae Catalina Mariposa Lily Coastal Sage Scrub, Grassland -f-f4 1-2-3 Moderate
Calochortus plummerae Plummer Mariposa Lily Coastal Sage Scrub, Grassland C2/-/1B 2-2-3 Moderate
Calochortus weedii var. Late-Mlowered Mariposa Chaparral, Coastal Sage Scrub C2/-1B 2-2-3 Low
vestus Lily
Cercocarpus betuloides Island Mountain Chaparral --14 1-1-3 Low
var. blancheae Mahogany
Chorizanthe procumbens Prostrate Spineflower Chaparral, Woodland, Coastal 14 122 Low
Sage Scrub
Convohnmdies simnlans Small-flowered Coastal Sage Scrub, Grassland -4 1-2-2 Low
Morning-glory
Delphinium inopinum Unexpected Larkspur Upper Montane Coniferous C3¢/-/1B 2-2-3 | Unlikely
Forest
Dichondra occidentalis Western Dichondra Coastal Sage Scrub, Live Oak C3c/-/4 1-2-1 Moderate
Woadland
Eriophyltum jepsonii Iepson Woolly Coastal Sage Scrub, Chaparrai /-4 1-1-3 Low
Sunflower
Fritifiaria ojaiensis Ojai Fritillary Chaparral, Live Oak Woodiand C2/-11B 3-2-3 Low
Galium clifionsmithii Santa Barbara Bedstraw Coastal Sage Scrub, Live Qak -i-/4 1-1-3 Possible
Woodland
Howdewmn intercedens Vernal Barley Vernal Pool, Grassiand -f-f3 ?-2-2 Unlikely
Hulsea vestita ssp. San Gabriel Mountains Conifcrous Forest /4 1-1-3 Unlikely
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gabrielensis Sunflower

Hulsea vestita ssp. parryi | Parry Sunflower Chaparral, Coniferous Forest -/-i4 1-1-3 Unlikely

Juglans californica var. Southern California Riparian Forest, Live Oak -f-fd 1-2.3 Known

californica Black Walnut Woodland

Juncus acutus ssp. Southwestern Spiny Alkaline Seep; Saltmarsh ~f-fd 1-2-1 Low

leopoldii Rush

Lasihenia glabrata ssp. Coulter's GoldFelds Grassland C2/-113 2-3-2 Low

coufteri

Layia heterotricha Pale-yellow Layia Weodland, Grassland C2/-1B 3-3-3 Low

Lepechinia fragrans Fragrant Pitcher Sage Chaparral -4 1-2-3 Maoderate

Lessingia tenuis Spring Lessingia Lower Coniferous Forest -4 1-1-3 Unlikely

Lititm humboldtit ssp. Ocellated Humboldt Lily | Chaparral, Woodland C2/-/4 1-2-3 | Moderate

ocellatum

Lupinus elatus Silky Lupine Caoniferous Forest -f-f4 1-1-3 Unlikely

Mucronea californica California Spineflower Floodplain Washes -f-f4 1-2-3 Unlikely

Oreuttia californica California Orcuft Grass Vernal Pool E/E/B 3-3-2 Unlikely

Oxytheca carophyiloides Chickweed Oxytheca Lower Coniferous Forest -f-141-1-3 Unlikety

Oxytheco parishii var. Abrams Oxytheca Chaparral -/-13 2-2-3 Low

abramsii

Perideridia pringlei Adobe Yampah Coastal Sage Scrub, Chaparral Cic//4 1-1-3 Low

Phacelia exilis Transverse Range Coniferous Forests -4 1-1-3 Unlikely
Phacclia

Polygala cornuta var. Fish Milkwort Riparian Forcst ~-f-f4 1-1-2 Possible

Sfishiae

Quercus dumosa Nuttall Scrub Oak Chaparral C2/-/1B 2-3-2 Possible

Sagitiaria sanfordii Sanford Arrowhead Marshes, Swamps C2/41B 2-2-3 Unlikely

Senecio aphanactis Rayless Ragwort Coastal Sagc Scrub -2 3-2-1 Moderate

Sidalcea neomexicana Salt Spring Coastal Sage Scrub, Chaparral nf=f2 2-2-1 Low
Checkerbleom

Suwaedu taxifolia Waolly Seablite Coastal Bluff Scrub, Marshes, -f-f4 1-2-1 Unlikely

Swamps
Thermopsis californica Silvery False Lupine Coniferous Forest, Juniper- -f-f4 1-1-3 Unlikely

var. argeniata

Pinyon Woodland
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4.3 Potential Special-status Wildlife

The special-status wildlife known or found in the study region, or in habitats similar to
those found in the project area, are listed in Table 4.

Table 4. Occurrence of potential special-status wildlife,

fic Nam

AMPHIBIANS

pallescens

structures

Taricha torosa torosa Coast ranpe newt Vernal pools, Riparian woodlands CSC Low
Scaphiopus hammondi Western spadefoot toad Grassland with vernal pools CsC Low
Bufo microscapus Southwestern arroyo toad | Washes, streams, sandy streambanks FE Low
californica

REPTILES

Phrynosoma coronatum Coast horned lizard Coastal Sage Scrub with friable soils CSsC Low
Cremiodophorus tigris Coastal western whiptail | Coastal Sage Serub CSC Low to
multiscutatus Moderate
Aniella puichra pulchra California legless lizard Live Oalk Woodland CSC Low
Clemmys marmorata ssp. Southwestern pond turtle | Aquatic CS8C Low
pellida

Salvadora hexalepis Coastal patch-nosed Open, rocky outcrops CsC Low
virgultea snake

Thamnophis hammondi Two-striped garter snake | Coastal lowlands CSC Low
BIRDS

Aceipiter cooperii Cooper’s hawk Oak Woodland, Riparian CSC (nesting) Moderate
Accipiter striatus Sharp-shinned hawk Oak Woodland, Riparian CSC (nesting) Low
Flanus lencurys White-tailed kite Oak Woodland, grasslands,wetlands Crp Low
Circus cyanus Northern harrier Grasslands, Lowlands CSC (nesting) Low
Vireo beflf pusitius I.east Bell’s vireo Riparian Foresls CE, FE Low
Campylorfiynchus Coastal cactus wren Cacius scrub CSC Low
branneicapiflus

Dendroica pelechia Yellow warbler Riparian Forests F5C, C58C Low
brewsteri

Polioptila californica California gnatcatcher Coastal Sage Scrub FT, CSC Low
Lanius [ lndovicianus Loggerhead shrike Grasslands, Shrubland CsC Low
Aimophilia rificeps Ashy rufous-crowned Brush mixed with Grasslands on CSC Low
canescens sparrow steep slopes

MAMMALS

Antrozous pallidus Pallid bat Caves, crevices, structures CsC Low
Plecotus tovwnsendii Pale big-eared bat Caves, crevices, man-mmade CsC Low




G L ¢ Status - | Occiirrence -
- Seienti . Common Name: .- Habitat Frefore; _ Fed/State/CNFS | Likelihood.
Eumaops perolis California mastifl bat Rock crevices C3C Low
californicus
Neotomu lepida San Diego desert Cactus patches in Coastal Sage CsC High
intermedia woodrat Scrub and Chapparal
Taxidea taxus American badger Grasgslands, scrub habitats CSC Moderate
CE = California Endangered FE = Federal Endangered
CFP = Cal. Fully Protected CSC = Cal. Species of Concern

FT = Federal Threatened

No state or federally listed rare, threatened, or endangered wildlife species are known to
occur or substantially utilize the habitats available in the project area.

The California gnatcatcher is a federally threatened species that may occur near the
project area. One historical record (early 1900s) exists for this species in the South
Mountain area near Santa Paula, which is more than 30-40 miles outside the project area.
The nearest contemporary occurrence record of the Califorma gnatcatcher was formerly
thought to be on the Palos Verdes Peninsula in southermwestern Los Angeles County.
However, one breeding pair was found recently in coastal sage scrub near the city of
Moorpark, more than 30 miles away from this project’s study area. Therefore, the project
area remains outside the current known distribution for this species. Additionally, there
is no coastal sage scrub habitat present in much of the project area which is not optimal
for this species, which typically prefers relatively dense sagebrush that is mixed with
prickly pear cactus.

At present, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service does not require intensive surveys for the
species, using standardized protocols, north of the Santa Clara River (R. Farris, U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service Biologist, Ventura Field Office, pers. comm.) Therefore, this
project is exempt from the existing federal requirements to conduct intensive surveys to
determine the presence/absence of this listed species. No suitable habitat for this species
pceurs along the project route.

The Least Bell’s vireo is listed as both a federal and a state endangered species, and the
project area is within the species’ breeding range. However, least Bell’s vireos require
relatively extensive and contiguous riparian forests with adjacent upland foraging areas
for breeding. No towers are located directly in riparian habitat, although a few are
adjacent, and no impacts to this species are expected from any tower modifications.

A mumber of raptor species known to utilize the habilats present in the project area are
considered sensitive due to declining populations and habital loss. Cooper’s hawks are
relatively common in the area and nest at locations within the project region. However,
none were seen in the project area, nor were any nests observed immediately adjacent to
the towers. No suitable habitat for this species occurs along the project route.,

Sharp-shinned hawks and northern harriers are likely winter visitors to parts of the

project area. The latter is a rare breeding species. White-tailed kites also breed in the
region, generally in woodlands, near their grassland and wetland foraging areas. There is
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very limited suitable habitat for this species in the project area, and no impacts are
expected in relation to the proposed project,

The coastal cactus wren is relatively common in the region where cactus scrub is
available in large patchies. No individuals or suitable habitat were observed in the project
area. Yellow warblers have been recorded in the project area. However, this species
requires extensive riparian forests for breeding, which would not be impacted by any
proposed tower modifications.

Loggerhead shrikes frequent open habitats with sparse shrubs. Extensive losses of
grasslands and breeding habitat have resulted in widespread population declines. The
species has previously been suggested to forage in Sexton Canyon within the project area,
and two individuals were recorded about 10-20 miles away from the project area during
field surveys. Pre-construction and construction monitoring would determine if a nest
site were present at a tower scheduled for rebuild. No significant impacts to this species
are expected.

Ashy rufous-crowned sparrows prefer to nest on relatively steep slopes with sparse brush
and intermixed with grassy areas. Coastal sage scrub is generally considered suitable
breeding habitat. The western end of the project area contains some rocky open areas
that are potential habitat for this species. While it is possible that this species occurs in
the project area, no impacts would be expected.

Three bat species listed as sensitive may occur in the project vicinity. No significant
impacts due to tower replacements are expected to any of the sensitive bat species that
occur in the region.

The San Diego desert woodrat inhabits cactus patches and rocky areas in coastal sage
scrub and open chaparral. No individuals of the species were observed during the survey.
We made no effort (live trapping) to confirm which woodrat species was present.

American badgers arc classified as a California Special Animal, preferring grasslands and
open habitats, and feeding mostly on ground squirrels and pocket gophers. Badgers may
be found in or near tower locations, but that this species 1s not expected to be impacted by
the proposed project modifications.

Coast range newts occur in the project area in or near streams in hardwood forests as well
as in coastal sage scrub, chaparral, and grassland habitats. This species would not be
impacted since power lines in the project area span all wetland habitats.

The western spadefoot toad occupies grassland areas where shallow, temporary pools
form after winter rains. It burrows into loose soil or uses extsting rodent dens or other
underground access. No tower sites were found within vernal pool habitat, and no
impacts to this species would be expected from tower modifications. The southwestern
arroyo toad is found near washes, streams, and along sandy banks with willows,
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cottonwoods, or sycamores. Tower lines span areas with habitat for this species, and no
impacts are expected.

The coast horned lizard occupies grassland, brushland, woodland, and open coniferous
forest in the region. The species’ occurrence in the project area is considered limited.
We observed few harvester ant colonies, which are prey for the species, and a general
absence of friable soils. Therefore, it is possible this species may be found in the project
area. No impacts from tower modifications are expected.

Coastal western whiptail lizards occur near the project area (e.g., Steckel Park), and may
be found in the project area within the more open and drier portions of coastal sage scrub.
No impacts of proposed modifications on this species are expected.

California legless lizards occur in the duff under oak groves. Since none of the
transmission towers occur within oak groves, no impacts to this species are expected.

The southwestern pond turtle is a highly aquatic species and the two-striped garter snake
is a semi-aquatic species. The transmission towers in the project area span wetland and
riparian areas. Therefore no impacts to these species are expected.

The coastal patch-nosed snake prefers rocky areas, near grassland, chaparral, sagebrush,
and desert scrub. The western end of the project area contains potential habitat for this
specics, but no impacts are expected from activities associaled with transmission tower
rebuilding.

5.0 DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Of the 85 towers, only 8 towers contained natural vegetation of one or more plant
communities. Seventy-nine towers lacked natural vegetation (of which most contained
agricultural crops). Most of the poles/ towers along this transmission line are in
developed (non-natural) areas. Developed land includes residential buildings,
commercial buildings (church, community center, nurseries, and agricultural land
(avocado, cifrus and exotic fruit orchards and row-crops. These poles are predominantly
in the immediate highway right-of-way where no or very few natural/native species are
growing.

5.1 Wildlife Considerations

The Santa Clara-Getty 66kV Power Line Project is not expected to affect any sensitive
wildlife species that may occur in the general region of the proposed project. There are
no scientific occurrence records in or near the project area to indicate the presence of
California gnatcatchers, a federally threatened species. Potential impacts to other
scnsitive wildlife species are avoided because the transmission towers avoid wetlands and
riparian areas. This assumes that the construction will not require impacts of losses of
these habitat types due to the building of new access roads, storage or staging areas, or
other project activities that might disturb sensitive habitats.
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Wherever possible, the construction effort will be contained to existing transmission
tower pads, access roads, and other previously disturbed areas to minimize additional
impacts to natural resources and sensitive species habitat. Based on our surveys, it
appeared that new access roads would be needed only rarely, with some construction
possibly involving removal/replacement using helicopters due to the rugged terrain or to
minimize vegetation losses.

5.2 Sensitive Plant Considerations

The proposed project may affect one sensitive (special-status) plant species, Southern

California Black Walnut (Juglans californica var. californica), which exists within the
project area. SCE should avoid removing or damaging these trees to the fullest extent
possible during construction.
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APPENDIX B. SENSITIVE PLANT DESCRIPTIONS

Southern California Black Walnut (Juglans californica ssp. californica)
“STATUS: o e
Federal . - | State/ NDDB -+ " - | OUNPS (Skinner and Pavlik 1994): .
None None / (G3, 53.2 List 4: Plants of Limited Distribution
R-E-D Code: 1-2-3

Southern California Black Walnut (Juglans californica S. Watson ssp. californica) is a
small, broad-leaved, monoecious, winter-deciduous tree (15 meters tall) with one to five
trunks. It has pinnately divided leaves with 11-19 lanceolate to ovate toothed leaflets (2-
8 cm long). The wind pollinated, greenish flowers, blooming between March and May,
have 4-lobed sepals arranged in pendulous clusters before the leaves emerge. This
species produces spheric, leathery-husked, strong-smelling fruit (walnuts) 2-3 centimeters
in diameter. J. californica ssp. c. is listed in the NIWP (Reed 1988) with an FAC
wetland indicator status (facultative species that is equally likely to occur in wetlands and
non-wetlands), and is a member of the walnut family (Juglandaceae). (Hickman 1993.)

Juglans californica var. ¢. is uncommon, but can be found on slopes and canyons at
elevations between 50 and 900 meters, and it is often associated with riparian habitats
(Hickman 1993). It ranges from the Santa Lucia Mountains (where they were cultivated),
Santa Barbara County, and along the coastal portions of the Transverse Ranges, south to
the northern Peninsular Ranges in northern San Diego County. Some reported
occurrences of Southern California Black Walnut are along Santa Paula Creek at Sisar
Creek and along the Lower Piru Creek. It is also known from the Santa Monica
Mountains at Little Sycamore Canyon, and elsewhere in Ventura County (Magney and
Burgess 1996). Southern California Black Walnut Forest (Holland 1986) is a much-
fragmented, declining natural community, and it is threatened by urbanization and
grazing, which inhibit natural reproduction. (Skinner and Pavlik 1994.)

This species grows on variable slope faces within the survey area, which are inhabited
predominantly by Woodland and Coastal Sage Scrub types. Dominant species of
woodlands (Coast Live Oak Woodland, Coast Live Oak-Southern California Black
Walnut Woodland, and California Sycamore-Southern California Black Walnut
‘Woodland), in which J. californica grows, include: Ceanothus (Ceanothus spp.), Toyon,
Califernia Sycamore, Coast Live Oak, Lemonadeberry, and Blue Elderberry. Dominant
species contributing to the walnut tree understory include typical Coastal Sage Scrub
(Mixed Sage Scrub) and chaparral species, such as California Sagebrush, Coyote Brush,
Birchleaf Mountain Mahogany, California Buckwheat, Lemonadeberry, sages, and Poison
Oak.
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APPENDIX C, PART 1. NATURAL DIVERSITY DATA BASE ELEMENT
RANKING SYSTEM.

:Global Rankmg (G) LTl :

Gl <6 viable elements occurrences (populations for species), OR < 1,060 individuals, OR < 809.4 hectures {(ha) (2,000
acres [ac}).

G2 6 to 20 element cceurrences OR 809.4 to 4,047 ha (2,000 to 10,000 ac).

G3 21 to 100 element occurrences OR 3,000 to 10,000 individuals OR 4,047 to 20,235 ha (10,000 to 50,000 ac).

G4 Apparently secure; this rank is clearly lower than G3, but factors exist {o cause some concern (i.e. there is some threat
or semewhat narrow habitat).

G5 Population or stand demonstrably secure to ineradicable due to being commonly found in the world.

GH All sites are historic; the element has not been seen for at teast 20 years, but suitable habitat still exists.

GX All sites are extirpated; this element is extinet in the wild.

GX¢ Extinct in the wild; exists in cultivation.

G1Q The element is very rare, but there is a taxonomic question associated with it.

Subspecies Level: :

Subspecies receive a T-rank attached to the G-rank. Wlth the subspecies, the G-rank reflects the condition ofthc entlre species, whereas the T-
rank reflects the global situation of just the subspecies or variety..

* For example: Chorizanthe robugta var. hartwegii is ranked G2T1. The G-rank refers to the whule species range (Chorizanthe robusta), whereas
the T-rank refers only to ihe global condition of the variety (var. hartwegii).

Sl Less than 6 clement occurrences OR [ess than 1,000 individuals OR less than 809.4 ha (2,000 ac).
S1.1 = very threatcned

S1.2 = threatened

51.3 = no current threats known

S22 6 to 20 element occurrences OR 3,000 individuals OR 809.4 10 4,047 ha (2,000 to 10,000 ac).
52.1 = very threatened

52.2 = threatened

52.3 = no current threats known..

S3 21 to 100 efement occurrences OR 3,000 to 10,000 individuals OR 4,047 to 20,235 ha (10,000 to 50,000 ac).
83.1 = very threatened

53.2 = thrcatened

53.3 = no current threats known

S4 Apparently secure within California; this rank is clcarly lower than S3 but [actors exisl 10 cause some concemn (i.e.,
there is some threat, or somewhat narrow habitat). NO THREAT RANK.

S5 Demenstrably secure to ineradicable in California. NO THREAT RANK.

SH All California sites are historical; (he element has not been seen [or at least 20 years, but suitable habitat still exisis.

SX All California sites are extirpated; this element is extinct in the wild.

Nofes- S

1. Other considerations used when ranking a species or natural community include the pattern of distribution of the element on the landscape,
[ragmentation of the population/stands, and historical extent as compared Lo its modern range. 1t is important to take an acrial view when ranking
sensitive elements rather than simply counting clement pecurrences.

2. Uncertainty about the rank of an element is expressed in bwo major ways: by expressing the rank as a range of values {e.g. 5283 means the
rank is somewhere between S2 and $3), and by adding a 7 to the rank {e.g. $27). This represents morg gortainty than S283, but tess than S2.
{Natural Diversity Data Base 1997.)
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APPENDIX C, PART 2. CALIFORNIA NATIVE PLANT SOCIETY R-E-D

CODEL

- Rarty R) =7

Rare, but found in sufficient numbers and distributed widely enough that the potential for extinction is

low at this time
2 Distributed in a limited number of occurrences, occasionally more if each occurrence is small
3 Distributed in one to several highly restricted occurrences, or present in such small numbers that it is

seldom reported

I Not endangered
2 Endangered in a portion of its range
3

Endangered throughout its range

More or less widespread outside California

i
2 Rare outside California
3 Endemic to California

Source: Skinner and Pavlik 1994,

APPENDIX D. SUMMAY OF VEGETATION TYPES AND SPECIAL-STATUS
SPECIES FOR EACH TOWER.

1 8-6 SMS 0

2 9-1 0

3 D? CL Jee
4 E? CL WBW Jee
5 3? O

6 47 O

7 57 O

8 67 O

9 7? O

10 87 0]

11 97 O

12 107 GR O,R

13 117 GR R

14 127 GR R

15 137 GR O, R
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"p

elop | Plants®::[A
17 4141437 SPO
18 4141436 |GR
19 3/SR1927 WCS
20 4141435 RC
2] 2115769 RC
2 2115838 RC
23 2115768 RC
24 106202 RC
25 106201 O.R -
26 106199 0
27 106197 R
28 106195 CN
29 106194 CN
30 106193 R
31 127491 0
32 16/SR1927 O.R
33 2303868 O.R
34 106187 O.R
35 2116387 O.R
36 2116387 O,R
3 192098 O,R
38 192087 O,R
39 1920986 WAW R
40 1920984 WLO
41 25/SR1927 5
Iy 1920989 o
43 1723097 WCS
44 2295420 CN
45 1723095 N
46 1665177 CN
47 4170613 )
18 4170616 O
49 2115767 o
50 106165 R
51 106164 O
52 106163 8
53 106162 9
54 106160 )
55 106159 0
56 106157 %)
57 1871704 0
58 106155 o
59 106154 0O
60 106152 0. CN
61 1524182 0. CN
62 1324181 C
63 106149 CN
61 4305748 N
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S@-ET
65 106146
66 1061--7 CN
67 2303869 CN
68 52/SR1927 0, CN
69 1238737 0, CN
70 54/SR1927 O, RC
71 123874 O, RC, CN
72 56/SR192? CN
73 4170614 RC, CN
74 4305747 ' RC, CN
75 4305746 RC, CN
76 4305745 CN
77 1238745 CN
78 62/SR192? R, CN
79 1238747 R, CN
80 64/SR192? R, CN
81 1238749 R, CN
82 66/SR192? R, CN
83 106125 R, CN
84 1520853 R, CN
85 106123 CN

E_See Tablel for key to these vegetation and developed land codes.
" Survey Tower Numbers are the codes assigned to each tower site, after the field work was completed, for
line designation, tower sequencing, tower number duplication elimination, and vegetation inventory,
" SCE Tower Numbers are either the original numbers/codes as encountered in the field, or, they are
temporary codes (with a "?") assigned to towers with missing numbers for initial tower identification.
iv .

Key to Special-staius Plants:

Bpp = Baccharis plummerae ssp. plummerae (Plummer Baccharis)

Ce = Calochortus catalinae (Catalina Mariposa Lily)

Jee = Juglans ealifornica var. californica {Southern California Black Walnut)
Pef = Polygala cornuta var. fishiae (Fish Milkvetch)

Od = Quercus dumosa (Nuttall Scrub Oak)

¥ Key to Special Status Wildlife:

GN= Polioptila californica (California gnatcatcher)



County of Santa Barbara
Planning and Development

John Baker, Director

Dianne Black, Director Development Services
John McInnes, Director Long Range Planning

September 4, 2007

Wendy Miller, Regulatory Coordinator
Southern California Edison (SCE)

. 2244 Walnut Grove Avenue

Rosemead, CA 91770

'RE:  Determination of Application Completeness

Santa-Clara Getty 66 kV Transmission Line As-Built Power Pole Replacement Project,
- Case No. 07CDH-00000-00025 (formerly case no. 05CDP-00000-00132), Foothill
Road/Highway 192, Carpinteria

Dear Ms. Miller:

Thank you for the August 7, 2007 submittal for the Santa-Clara Getty 66 kV Transmission Line As-
Built Power Pole Replacement project. We have reviewed your application and found it to be
complete Preliminary review of your project indicates that it would require preparation of a
Nega;tive;Declaration pursuant to-the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the Santa
Barbara County Guidelines for Implementation of CEQA. We will begin an evaluation of the
proposed project's consistency with applicable State and County regulations and conduct a more
detailed analysis of its environmental impacts as necessary. ‘

Assuming that the proposed project description does not change and we do not receive substantive
public comments on the CEQA.document that warrant recirculation, we anticipate that the project
could go before the Zoning Administrator in January 2008. Should staff foresee changes to this
schedule, we will notify you immediately.

Devefopiﬁ’éiﬁ Review - .: A " Long Range Planning Building & Safety ' Developmeﬁt Review
Building & Safety- ©~ .~ ~ 30 E. Figueroa St, 2* Floor 185 West Hwy 246, Ste 101 Building & Safety

Energy, Administration Santa Barbara, CA 93101 Buellton, CA 93427 Agricultural Planning
123 E. Anapamu Street Phone: (805) 568-3380 Phone: (805) 686-5020 624 W. Foster Road
Santa Barbara, CA 93101 FAX: (805) 568-2076 FAX: (805) 686-5028 Santa Maria, CA 93455
Phone: (805) 568-2000 Phone: (805) 934-6250

FAX: (805) 568-2030 , ‘ FAX: (805) 934-6258



00025 ; .
Septembe1 1, 2007
Page2

Our rev1ew13 baséd on thezfgj.li'rlQWing project description:

Southern California Edison (SCE) has replaced an existing 3.7-mile segment of a 66 kilovolt
(kV) power line in Santa Barbara County, running from the Ventura County line to the
Carpinteria Substation. The proposed project includes as-built (1) replacement of 51 wood
power poles with lightweight steel poles and replacement of conductor (line) for all 51 poles
and (2) _replacement‘of only conductor for 34 additional wood power poles.

This replacement of the 3.7-mile segment of power line was undertaken to provide “backup”
capacity to insure cont1nu1ty of service to the greater Santa Barbara County area using the
66,000 volt (66 kV) system in the event of a catastrophic failure of the 220,000 volt (220 kV): -
system that normally feeds the load within the county.

The re-conductor from Carpinteria Substation east to the County line involved the removal
of 19,322.5 circuit feet (3.66 miles) of existing 2/0 copper conductors (installed in 1932) which
were 0.414 inches in dlameter, and had a capacity of 405 amperes (amps). The 2/0 conductor
was replaced with 954 stranded aluminum conductors with a diameter of 1.124 inches, and a
capacity of 1090 amps. All of the insulators within the project were also replaced with
polymer units. .

Table 1 lists the poles which only underwent replacement of the conductor, whereas Table 2
lists the poles which underwent replacement of the pole and conductor.



Wendy Miller

SCE Santa-Clara Getty 66 kV Transmission Line As-Built Power Pole Replacement Project, Case #07CDH-00000-

00025
September 7, 2007
Page 3

Table 1
Power Poles with Conductor Replaced Only
# Sheet Former Pole Former Pole New Pole New Pole Notes
Number Number Height (ft.) Number Height (ft.)

1 2 4388667E : 75 N/A N/A New conductor only
2 3 106123E 70 N/A N/A New conductor only
3 3 106125E 75 N/A N/A New conductor only
4 3 1238750E 75 N/A N/A New conductor only
5 3 1238749E 70 N/A N/A New conductor only
6 .4 1238747E 70 N/A N/A New conductor only
7 4 1238746E 70 N/A N/A New conductor only
8. 4 4305745E 70 N/A N/A New conductor only
9.1 : 4- 4305746E 70 N/A N/A New conductor only
10 4 4305747E 70 N/A N/A New conductor only
11 4 4170614E 70 N/A N/A New conductor only
12 4 1238740E 70 N/A N/A New conductor only
13 4 1238739E 70 N/A N/A New conductor only
14 4 2303869E 75 N/A N/A New conductor only
15 5 4305748E 70 N/A N/A New conductor only
16 5 106149E 70 N/A N/A. ... . | New conductor only
17 5 “1324181E 70 N/A N/A New conductor only
18 5 1324182E 70 N/A N/A New conductor only
19 5. - 106152E 70 N/A N/A New conductor only
20 6 1871704E 70 N/A N/A New conductor only
21 6 106159E 70 N/A N/A New conductor only
22 7 - 106164E 70 N/A N/A New conductor only
23 7 1920989E 70 N/A N/A New conductor only
24 7 - 1920986E 75 N/A N/A New conductor only
25 7 1920987E 75 N/A N/A New conductor only
26 8 1872161E 75 N/A N/A New conductor only
27 9 2203868E 75 N/A N/A New conductor only
28 9 106190E 70 N/A - N/A New conductor only
29 9 106194E 70 N/A N/A New conductor only
30]--- 9 - 106195E 70 N/A N/A -New conductor only
31 11 4170618E - 85 N/A N/A New conductor only
1321 .11 4141436E . 80 N/A N/A New conductor only
33 11 4141437E 75 N/A N/A . New conductor only
34 13 4093351E 75 N/A N/A New conductor only

" NA Not applicable.




Wendy Miller

SCE Santa-Clara Getty 66 kV Transmission Line As-Built Power Pole Replacement Project, Case #07CDH-00000-
00025 ,

September 7, 2007

Page 4
Table 2
Wood Poles Replaced with Steel Poles & Conductor Replaced
# Sheet Former | Former | New Pole New Notes
Number Pole Pole Number Pole
Number | Height Height
(ft.) (ft.)
1 3 | 1235901E 70 4435013E 70 Pole replaced due to deterioration only.
2 3 1920853E | 75 4435014E 75 Pole replaced due to deterioration only.
3 4 1238748E 70 4435105E 75 Pole replaced due to deterioration only. Existing pole

had impaired phase clearance, would have been
replaced with 5-foot taller regardless.

4 4 1238745E 70 4435016E 70 Pole replaced due to deterioration only.

5 4 1238738E 70 4435017E 70 Pole replaced due to deterioration only.
6 4 1823837E 70 4435018E 75 Replaced due to deterioration only. New pole 5-feet
’ taller due to a “widow maker’ having to be removed
per engineering standards.
7 4 4093275E 80 4435019E 80 Pole replaced due to deterioration only.
8 5 106144E 70 4435020E 70 Pole replaced due to deterioration only.
9 5 106146E 70 4439108E 70 Pole replaced due to deterioration only.
10 5 106154E 70 4439109E 70 Pole replaced due to deterioration only.
11 6 106155E 70 4435021E 70 Pole replaced due to deterioration only.
12 6" 106157E 70 4435022E 70 Pole replaced due to deterioration only.
13 7 106162E 70 4435023E 70 Pole replaced due to deterioration only.
14 7 106163E 70 4435024E 70 Pole replaced due to deterioration only.
15 7 2115767E 75 4435025E 75 Pole replaced due to deterioration only.
.16 7. . | 4170616E 80 4435026E 80 | Pole replaced due to deterioration only.
17 7 1665177E 80 4435027E 80 Pole replaced due to deteriorationonly. - "~

18 |7 172309SE 80 4435027E 80 Pole replaced due to deterioration only.

19 7. 2295420E 80 4435028E 80 Pole replaced due to deterioration only.
20 7 1723097E 75 | 4435029E 75 Pole replaced due to deterioration only.
21 . 7 1920983E 75 4435030E 75 Pole replaced due to deterioration only.
22 7 1920984E 75 4435031E 75 Pole replaced due to deterioration only.
23 8 1920988E 70 4435032E 70 Pole replaced due to deterioration only.
24 -8 2116387E 70. 4435034E 70 Pole replaced due to deterioration only.
25 -8 -106187E 70 4435035E 70 Pole replaced due to deterioration only.
26 9 2274919E | 75 4423667E 75 Pole replaced due to deterioration only.
27 9 106193E 70 4435036E 70 Pole replaced due to deterioration only.
28 9

106197E 70 4435037E 75 Pole replaced due to deterioration only. This section
C : of poles (six poles) increased to 75 feet due to line
transitioning to 80 feet, and then to a 85-foot pole on
the east side of this section.

29 9 106199E 70 4435038E 75 Pole replaced due to deterioration only. This section
of poles (six poles) increased to 75 feet due to line
transitioning to 80 feet, and then to a 85




Wendy Miller

SCE Santa-Clara Getty 66 kV Transmission Line As-Built Power Pole Replacement Project, Case #07CDH-00000-
00025

September 7, 2007

Page 5

30 9 106201E 70 4435039E 75 Pole replaced due to deterioration only. This section
of poles (six poles) increased to 75 feet due to line
transitioning to 80 feet, and then to a 85

31 10 106202E 70 4435040E 75 Pole replaced due to deterioration only. This section
' of poles (six poles) increased to 75 feet due to line
transitioning to 80 feet, and then to a 85

32 10 2115768E 70 4435041E 75 Pole replaced due to deterioration only. This section
of poles (six poles) increased to 75 feet due to line
transitioning to 80 feet, and then to a 85

33 10 2115838E 70 4435042E 75 Pole replaced due to deterioration only. This section
U T of poles (six poles) increased to 75 feet due to line
MR .| transitioning to 80 feet, and then to a85 . -

34| 10 2115769E 80 4435043E 80 Pole replaced due to deterioration only.

35 11 | 414143SE 85 4435044E 85 Pole replaced due to deterioration only.

36 | 11 2115772E 70 4435045E 70 Pole replaced due to deterioration only.

37 11 - | 2295421E 70 4435046E 75 Pole replaced due to deterioration and long spans
' ’ (247 west, 417 east), 5-foot taller pole installed due to
increased sag with new wire.

38 11 646784E 70 - 4435047E 80 Pole replaced due to deterioration and long spans
' (417 west, 392 east), 10-foot taller pole installed due
to increased sag with new wire.

39 11 - ' 646785E 70 4435048E 80 Pole replaced due to deterioration and long spans
| (391 west, 239 east), 10-foot taller pole installed due
to increased sag with new wire. )

40 12 6467862 ‘76 .| 4435649E | -80. - | The spans on either side of this pole shorten (239
' ’ west, 229 east). Pole kept at 10-feet taller for
continuity of line.

41 12 646787E 70 4435050E 75 Pole replaced due to deterioration. Span to east long
(292). Pole 10-feet taller for extra sag.

42| 12 | 646788E 70 4423851E 80 | Pole replaced due to deterioration. Span to west long
2 e (292). Pole 10-feet taller for extra sag.

| 43 13 646789E 70 4423852E 80 Pole replaced due to deterioration. Span to east long
’ (375). Pole 10-feet taller for extra sag.

44| 13 | 646790E | 70 | 4423853E | 80 | Pole replaced due to deterioration and long spans
(375 west, 366 east), 10-foot taller pole installed due
to increased sag with new wire.

45 13 2279207E 80 4423854E 85 Pole replaced due to deterioration. Span to south
long (423). Pole 10-feet taller for extra sag.

46 13 787286E 65 4423855E 70 Pole replaced due to deterioration and long spans
: (271 south, 286 north), 10-foot taller pole installed
due to increased sag with new wire.




Wendy Miller

SCE Santa-Clara Getty. 66 kV Transmission Line As-Built Power Pole Replacement Project, Case #07CDH-00000-

00025

September 7, 2007

Page 6

47 13 " 787285E 80 4423856E 80 Pole replaced due to deterioration only.

48 13 787284E 60 4425346E 65 This pole replaced with an engineered steel pole due

' ' to increased tension and sag to the east. New pole is

approximately 15-feet higher out of the ground.

49 6 106160E 70 4415693E 70 New conductor replaced recently. This pole was hit
by a car on 12/04/03 and changed out then.

50 7 106165E 70 4423105E 70 New conductor replaced recently. This pole was hit
by a car on 01/30/06 and changed out then.

51 7 4170617E 80 N/A 80 New conductor replaced recently. This pole replaced
due to deterioration.

NA Not applicable.

Please review this description carefully. If you believe the project description is incorrect or does
not include components that you intend to include as part of the project, please contact us
1mmed1ately Further review of the project will be limited to this project description unless you
provide us with corrections within five (5) days of receipt of this letter. We reserve the right to

- Project Cost Estimate

~ request additional information to clarify any changes or additions that are made to the project
. description in response to this letter, as our completeness deterrmnatlon is based upon the material .
- provided with your application.

Based upon our pféliininary review, we estimate that proeessing of y(")ufproject will require
~ approximately 73 planner hours. There are also fees for hearings and noticing for a total estimate of

$13,800 to complete P&D’s action on the application as submitted, including time spent to date.”
Please refer to the enclosed Project Cost Estimate Worksheet for additional detail on this estimate.
If unforeseen circumstances arise and we feel the cost estimate may be exceeded, we will inform
you. Any security deposit balance remaining at completion of case processing will be refunded.

Starting next month, you will receive a _monthly invoice for all unpaid charges on your account.
You will be required to pay the invoice within 25 days. Non-payment of an invoice will result in

staff stopping work and possible denial of the project.




Wendy Miller

SCE Santa-Clara Getty 66 kV Transmission Line As-Built Power Pole Replacement Project, Case #07CDH-00000-
00025

September 7, 2007
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Advisory Information

Based on our preliminary review of your application, we offer the following advisory statements:

1. Effective January 1, 2007, all environmental documents prepared by the County must be sent to
the Department of Fish and Game for review and comment. The Department of Fish and Game
charges a filing fee pursuant to section 711.4 of the California Fish and Game Code. These fees
shall be paid at the end of the environmental review process prior to filing the Notice of

Determination. Furthermore, pursuant to Section 711.4(c)(3) of the Fish and Game Code:

“...no project shall be operative, vested or final, nor shall local government permits for the . .
project be valid until the filing fees required pursuant 1o this section are paid.”

If you have any questions regarding this letter, please call me at (805) 568-3508.

Sincerely, - ... . .
G \@*@Qj

Michelle Giibbs\ .
Development Review Division, South

encl.: Project Cost Estimate

cc: . Case Flle o
Anne Almy, Superv1s1ng Planner
Nino Mascolo, Senior Attorney, Southern California Edison, 2244 Walnut Grove Avenue,
Rosemead, CA 91770
Roger Schultz, Southern California Edison, 2131 Walnut Grove Avenue PO Box 800,
.Rosemead, CA 91770
Jane Brown, Public Affairs, Southern California Edison, 103 Dav1d Love Place, Santa
- . Barbara, CA 93117

Jeff Billingsley, Estimator, Southern California Edison, 25207 Rye Canyon Road, Santa
Clarita, CA 91380

_Tony Fischer, Attorney, 2208 Anacapa Street, Santa Barbara, CA 93105
Records Management, P&D
Paul Jenzen, Environmental Health
Martin Johnson, County Fire
Dale Weber, Flood Control
Claude Garciacelay, Park Department



Wendy Miller ‘

SCE Santa-Clara Getty 66 kV Transmission Line As-Built Power Pole Replacement Project, Case #07CDH-00000-
00025 .

September 7, 2007 -

Page 8

Jeff Thomas, Building & Safety
William Robertson, Public Works Transportation

Michael Emmons, Surveyor
Vijaya Jammalamadaka, APCD
Accounting, P&D

G:\GROUP\PERMITTING\CASE FiLES\CDH\07_CASES\07CDH-00000-00025 SCE\COMPLETE.DOC



PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

PROJECT COST ESTIMATE WORKSHEET

Case Name: Santa-Clara Getty Line

Case No.(s): 07CDH-00000-00025,7

Z

Prepared by & Date: September 7, 2007 Supervisor Approval & Date: //_ /4 2/ %4
PLANNER LABOR CHARGES v // / "/
Project Review Task Estimated P&D Staff Hours Total Rateo Cost
Dev Rev Spl:(‘:gigzﬂist Pli?:il:x Col::;;;:;ce Hours $/hl'
1. Application Completeness 8 0 0 0 8 129 $1,032.00
Review
2. Committee Meeting Attendance 1 0 0 0 1 129 $129.00
(e.g.,SDRC, BAR, Ag Pres., etc.) ’
3. Prepare Exemption 0 0 0 0 0 129 $ 0.00
4. Prepare/Finalize Initial Study 32 0 0 0 32 129 $4,128.00
5. Prepare/Release Draft ND/ND 4 0 0 0 4 129 $516.00
Addendum
6. Finalize ND or ND Addendum 2 0 0 0 2 129 $ 258.00
7. Prepare EIR Scope of Work, RFP | 0 0 0 0 0 129 $ 0.00
and contracts .
| 8. . Prepare Draft EIR, Supplement or | 0 0 0 0 0 129 | $ 0.00
Addendum'
9. Prepare Final EIR, Supplementor | 0 0 0 0 0 129 $ 0.00
Addendum
10. Prepare ZA or PC Staff Report 16 0 0 0 16 129 $2,064.00
11. Prepare Board Staff Report 0 0 0 0 0 129 $ 0.00
12. Attend ZA or PC Hearing 2 0 0 0 2 129 $ 258.00
13. Attend Board Hearing 0 0 0 0 0 129 $ 0.00
14. Post Decision Case Closure 8 0 0 0 8 129 $1,032.00
15. Other : 0 0 0 0 0 129 $ 0.00
Subtotal Planner Labor | 73 0 0 0 73 $9,417.00

if unforeseen circumstances arise which may quutre additional costs.

Note to Applicant: The breakdown above is for estimation purposes based on the most complex CEQA review required. P&D will not adjust the
calculation estimates based on overestimation of time for a single task. Your bills will reflect actual work coinpleted. Your planner will advise you

NON-SALARY COSTS

Activity Fee Number Cost
16. Board of Architectural Review (Discretionary Case) $691 0 $ 0.00
17. Board of Architectural Review — Summerland, Toro Canyon $916 1 $916.00
18. Board of Architectural Review — Montecito $965 0 $ 0.00
19. Environmental Review Hearing $450 0 $ 0.00
20. P&D Director Decision $225 0 $ 0.00
21. Consent Agenda (Zoning Admin. or Planning Comm.) $225 0 $ 0.00
22. . Zoning Administrator Hearing (not consent) $300- 0 $ 0.00
23. Montecito Planning Commission Hearing $300 0 $ 0.00
24. Planning Commission Hearing (Regular, not consent) $1000 1 $1,000.00
25. CEQA Document Noticing $225 1 "$225.00 -
26. Continuance (Applicant Requested) $150 0 $ 0.00
27. No Hearing — Case Closure Fee $55 0 - $ 0.00
Other Non-Salary Charges (These costs may not be known at the time the estimate is initially prepared)
28. Planning Commission Hearing (Special) Actual Cost $0.00
29. Other County Department Charges (APCD, EHS, Public Works D) Actual Cost $2,250.00
30. Special Studies/Consultant Reports (Bio, Arc, Geo, Noise, Ag) Actual Cost $0.00
31. EIR Consultant Costs Actual Cost $0.00
32. In-house EIR Printing Actual Cost $0.00
33. Hearing Stenographer Actual Cost $0.00
34. Newspaper Display Advertisement Actual Cost $0.00
35. Other: Actual Cost $0.00
Subtotal Non-Salary Cost | $4,391.00
Subtotal Subtotal Total Estimated Cost
Planner Labor Cost Non-Salary Cost (Round to next $1,000)
$9,417.00 $4,391.00 $13,808.00
( )

! For in-house EIR preparation. If work not done by P&D this will reflect cost of managing the EIR consultant.

2 e Linda Bishop, Accounting.
G:\group\P&D\Protos\Dev Rev\Forms\Project Cost Estimate.doc
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Ms. Julie Harris

Development Review Division
Planning and Development
County of Santa Barbara

123 East Anapamu Street
Santa Barbara, CA 93101-2058

April 30, 2008

Re: Application for Coastal Development Permit Requiring Public Hearing for Southern California Edison
(SCE) Santa-Clara Getty 66 kV Power Line Rebuild Segment 4

Dear Ms. Harris,

SCE is submitting the enclosed application for a Coastal Development Permit Requiring Public Hearing for
the replacement of 1.95 miles of existing 66 kV transmission line within the Santa Barbara County Coastal
Zone., This application includes replacing twenty (20) existing lattice steel towers with sixteen (16) new
tubular steel poles. This application, being filed with the County of Santa Barbara Planning Cormmmuission,
seeks approval for the replacement of the 20 lattice steel towers with the 16 tubular steel poles.

SCE has conducted an archaeological resource survey for this project corridor; the survey report is attached
to the Project Description, which is a part of the Coastal Development Permit Application. Two structures
of the 20 existing structures, 18-2 and 18-3, are located within the Los Padres National Forest. A Forest
Service authorization is necessary to conduct an archaeological resource survey. Therefore, SCE is
pursuing the permit and will forward the amended archacological survey report to the County after the
survey of these two poles is completed.

The following items are included with this submittal for your evaluation:

One (1) check payable to Planning & Development in the amount of $3,750.00

Eight (8) copies of the completed Coastal Development Permit-Hearing Application

Eight (8) copies of the Site Plan reduced to 117 x 17"

Two (2) copies of the shaded Topographic Map plotted on 11" x 177

One (1) set of photos taken of the existing twenty (20) structures that are proposed to be replaced
with sixteen (16) tubular steel poles

¢  Preliminary Rights Analysis for Santa Clara-Carpenteria 66 kv T/L.

o  One (1) Agreement to Pay Form,

Once you have had a chance to review this project that SCE would like to have a meeting with you to go
over it and answer any questions you may have. Please feel free to contact me via e-mail at
wendy.miller(@sce.com or call me at (626) 302-9543 if you have any questions or need additional
information,

Sincerely, m

Wendy Miller
SCE Environment, Health & Safety




Coastal Development Permit-Hearing Application Form



Santa Barbara County Coastal Development Permit-Hearing Application Page 1

COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA

Bl Planmng and Development T

COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT
REQUIRING A PUBLIC HEARING

A COASTAL PEVELOPMENT PERMIT REQUIRING A PUBLIC HEARING - (CDH)
necessary for- major public works and energy projects and for development that is
proposed within the “"géographic appeals jurisdiction area” as shown on County
maps. ‘Approval of this’ type of Coastal Development Permit may be appealed to the
Board of Supervisors and ultlmately the Coastal Commlsswn

v SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS
v" APPLICATION FORM

I'_'I AGREEMENT FOR PAYMENT OF PROCESSING FEES
X ] P DFCIAGreemente 20fori 20Peymenth 20Modified %20 %20 2003, pdf

EI PLAN AND MAP REQUIREMENTS nitp:#applications.sheountynlanning. orgfPDEIC/Site%20Map%20Requirements %20F orm,pdf

O AGRICULTURAL ACTIVITIES SUPPLEMENT
http#fapplications.sbosuntvplanmng.orgfPDFCIAG %20Actvities % 20SupplementSs 20Form. pdf

EI GREENHQUSE SUPPLEMENT

South County Office Energy Division North County Office

123 E. Anapamu Street 123 E. Anapamu Street 624 W. Foster Road, Suite C
Santa Barbara, CA 93101 Santa Barbara, CA 93101 Santa Maria, CA 834556
Phone: {(805) 568-2000 Phaone: (805) 568-2040 Phone: (805) 934-6250

Fax:  (805) 568-2030 Fax:  {B05) 568-2522 Fax:  {B05) 934-6258

Waebsite: wwaw sbeoun

Updated by bjp071007



Santa Barbara County Coastal Development Permit-Hearing Application Page 2

SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS

Coples of completed application form

Copies of the Site Plan FOLDED TO 872" X 11"
hitp:/fapplications.sbeountyplanning.org/PDF/C/Site%20Map%20Requirements%20Farm. pdf

Copy of the Site Plan Reduced to 82" x 11"
Sets of floor plans and building elevations. FOLDED TO 8%2" X 11"

Copies of the shaded Topographic Map,

http:fapplications. sbeountyplanning.ora/PDF/C/Site%20Map% 20Requirements%20Form.pdf

Set of photos taken from three vantage points:
* close-up
» mid-field NO BLACK & WHITE XEROX COPIES
- entire project site. :
Minimum requirements for submittal:
- mount the photos on heavy 8 1/2" x 11" paper
- orient the viewer by direction {"looking northwest from...”)
- pote any landmarks

Check payable to Planning & Development.

Source of water supply and Intent to Serve Letter from serving water district

1 Legal description of the property taken from a title report, the County Recorder's office, or your

recent deed.

Agreement to Pay Form.
http:/fapplications.sbeountyplanning.org/PDEICiIAgreement% 20for%20Payment% 20Modified %20%202003. pdf

NOTES:

1)

If you had a pre-application meeting and submittals were recommended as a result of that meeting, your application
may not be called complete until those items are also submitted.
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PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
PERMIT APPLICATION

SITE ADDRESS: Santa Clara Getty 66KV Transmission Line

ASSESSOR PARCEL NUMBER: N/A
PARCEL SIZE (acres/sq.ft.): Gross N/A Net N/A
COMPREHENSIVE/COASTAL PLAN DESIGNATION: N/A ZONING: _Residential

Are there previous permits/applications? [Xlno O yes numbers:

(include permité# & lot # if tract)

Did you have a pre-application? Klno Oyes if yes, who was the planner?
Are there previous environmental (CEQA) documents? X no Oyes numbers:

1. Financially Responsible Person quer Schultz Phone: _(626) 302-8135 FAX: (626) 302-8267
(For this project)

Mailing Address: 2131 Walnut Grove Ave., P.C. Box 800 Rosemead CA 91770
Street City State Zip

2, Owner:_Southern California Edison {SCE) Phone:; FAX:

Mailing Address: 2244 Walnut Grove Ave., Rosemead, CA 91770 E-mail: roger.schultz@sce.com

Street City State Zip

3. Agent: SCE Phone: FAX:

Maiting Address: E-mail;

Street City State Zip

4. Arch./Designer: SCE Phone: FAX:

Mailing Address; State/Reg Lic#

Street City State Zip

5. Engineer/Surveyor: __ Jeff Billingsley - Transmission Design Manager _ Phone: (661) 294-1524 FAX: (661) 294-1578
Mailing Address: _ 25207 Rye Canyon Rd. Santa Clarita, CA 91380 State/Reg Lick  N/A

Street City State Zip
6. Contractor: SCE FPhone: FAX;
Mailing Address: State/Reg Lic#
Street City State Zip
7. Soils Lab: N/A Phone: Reg.
Mailing Address: State/Reg Lic#
Street City State Zip

PARCEL INFORMATION: (Check each that apply. Fill in all blanks or indicate "N/A")
1. Existing Use: OJAgric [JResidential [ORetall [OOffice Oindus O Vacant [X Other

2, Proposed Use: [Agric [OResidential [ORetail [OOffice Oindus & Other

3. Existing: # of Buildings:_ N/A__ Gross Sq. Ft: __ N/A # Res. Units: N/A __ Age of Oldest Struct.:
4. Proposed: Project: Gross Sq. Ft.; N/A # Res. Units
5. Grading (cu. yd.): Cut__3,625 Fill Import Export Total:

Total area disturbed by grading (sq. ft. or acres):

COUNTY USE ONLY
Case Number:. Companion Case Number:
Supervisorial District: Submittal Date:
Applicable Zoning Ordinance: Receipt Number:
Praject Planner: . Accepted for Processing,

Zoning Designation: Comp. Plan Designation
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For all questions bslow, attach additional sheets if necessary, referencing the section and question number. Piease fili in every
blank. Use "N/A" where question is not applicable,

. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Please use the space helow or type on a separate sheet and attach to
the front of your application a complete description of your request including the permit/decision
requested, location, setting, and purpose of the project.

Please see the attached Project Description included in Attachment 1.
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lll. GRADING: Will there be any grading associated with the project? @ N
tf yes, answer below. If no, go to ACCESS.

(NOTE: For proposed access drives over 12% grade, a clearance letter from the Fire Dept. will be

required)
CUT _ 3,625  cubic yards AMOUNT TO BE EXPORTED C.y.
FILL c.y. AMOUNT TO BE IMPORTED c.y.
MAXIMUM VERTICAL HEIGHT OF CUT SLOPES
MAXIMUM VERTICAL HEIGHT OF FILL SLOPES
MAXIMUM HEIGHT OF ANY PROPOSED RETAINING WALL(S)
TOTAL AREA DISTURBED BY GRADING (sq. ft. or acres)
What is the address of the pick-up/deposit site for any excess cutffili?

SCE will work with County staff to determine the appropriate deposit site for this project. Excess soil will be

deposited outside of the Coastal Zone in an approved disposal site.

Specify the proposed truck haul route to/from this iocation.
SCE will determine and report the proposing fruck haul route to County when the deposit site has been set

U,

ACCESS

A. Existing: Describe the existing access road(s) to the site. Include road widths, shoulders, and type of
surface material.

All poles are accessed by Highway 150 or local streets,

B. Proposed: Described any proposed access to the proposed building site(s). Include road width,
shoulders, and type of surface material proposed.

All poles are accessed by Highway 150, Casitas Pass Road or other local streets.

C. Does property front on a public street?@ N
Is access to be taken from this public street? Y®
Name of public street: Casitas Pass Road and Highway 15Q.

D. Describe any proposed street improvements including paving, curbs and gutters, sidewalks, sireet
trees, street-name signs, stop signs, street lighting, bus stops and fire hydrants.

N/A
E. Will the proposed access utilize an easerment across neighboring property? @ N
*Submit documentation that supports the applicant's use of this easement.

SCE owns in fee or has easements across all private land upon which the transmission Jine is located.

For iocations on city or county property, SCE facilities are generally authorized under franchise from the
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iocal government. For the facilities located on U.S, Forest Service property, SCE holds a Special Use

Permit. Please see the attached example of a Grant of Easemenit that is representative of the rights we

hold for the project area.

F. Describe proposed construction equipment access.
All construction access (i.e. standard line trucks) will be performed from existing access roads or within

SCE’s easement area.

V. DEVELOPMENT AND USE

A. Existing: Describe the existing structures and/or improvements on the site.
Use Size (sq ft) Height # of Dwelling Units

Total twenty (20) lattice steel towers on the project site are proposed to be replaced within the coastal

zonhe in Santa Barbara County. Please see the Table 1 and Table 2 in Attachment 1.

B. Proposed: Describe the proposed structures and/or improvements.

Use Size (sqg ft Height # of Dwelling Units

Total sixteen (16) new tubular steel poles are proposed to be constructed within_the coastal zone in
Santa Barbara County. Please see Table 1 and Table 2 in Attachment 1.

C. Will any structures be demolished or removed? _Y _ If so, please list them here as requested.
Current Use Historic Use : Age Rental Price (if rented)

Twenty (20) lattice steel poles withinlthe costal zone in Santa Barbara County will be replaced with

sixteen (16) new tubular steel poles (please see Attachment 1, Tables 1 and 2). All the former and new

pole numbers are listed in the two tables.

D. Describe all other existing uses of the property.
Existing land use surrounding the SCE right-of-way includes residential, agricultural, vacant land and

USFS land. SCE land entitlements preclude the presence of structures which may interfere with

transmission line operations.

E. How will the project affect the existing uses of the property?

This project will not affect existing uses of the property, because the new tubular steel poles replace the

lattice steel towers that have existed within the right-of-way for many years.

Updated by bjp071007
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F. Describe any other historic use(s) of the property. This may include agricultural (include crop type),
commercial, or residential uses. '
N/A — same as existing use

G. Provide a short description of the land uses surrounding the site.
The property in the area is generally residential, agricultural, vacant land, USFS land or State Highway
150.
North
South
East
West

H. STATISTICS; Mark each section with either the information requested or "n/a" if not applicable.

EXISTING PROPOSED TOTAL
TOTAL BUILDING COVERAGE ON
THE SITE, INCLUDING COVERED
PARKING AND ACCESSORY
STRUCTURES (sq. ft.) n/a nfa n/a
STRUCTURES {sq. ft.) nfa n/a nia
ROADSPARKING/WALKWAYS (sq. ft.) n/a n/a n/a
OPEN SPACE (sq. ft.) n/a n/a n/a
RECREATION (sq. ft.) n/a n/a n/a
LANDSCAPING (sq. ft.) hia n/a n/a
UNPAVED TRAILS (sq. ft.) n/a | n/a n/a
AGRICULTURAL LANDS (sq. ft.) n/a n/a n/a
POPULATION (#) n/a n/a n/a
{employees/residents)
DWELLING, HOTEL/MOTEL UNITS nfa n/a n/a
MAX HEIGHT OF STRUCTURES (ft.) 120° 140° 40
WATER WELLS (#) _n/a n/a n/a
SEPTIC SYSTEMS (#) nfa n/a nfa
PARKING (on-site)
TOTAL # OF SPACES . n/a nfa n/a
# OF COVERED SPACES n/a n‘a nfa
# OF STANDARD SPACES n/a nfa nfa
SIZE OF STANDARD SPACES n/a nfa nfa
# OF HANDICAPPED SPACES nfa nfa n/a
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TOTAL AREA OF IMPERVIOUS n/a nfa n/a
SURFACES (SQ. FT/ACRES)

Estimate the cost of development, excluding land costs. $ 1.000,000.00

VL. SITE INFORMATION
A. s this property under an Agricultural Preserve Contract? Y@

B. Describe the soil characteristics.
N/A

C. Describe any unstable soil areas on the site.
NONE

D. Name and describe any year round or seasonal creeks, ponds, drainage courses or other water bodies.
How runoff is currently conveyed from the site?
NONE

E. Has there ever been flooding on the site? ¥ [ N
If yes, state the year and describe the effect on the project site.

F. Describe any proposed drainage and/or flood control measures. How will storm water be conveyed
across and from the site? Where will storm water discharge?
N/A '

G. Wil the project require the removal of any frees? Y @
If so, please list them here as requested. Attach additional sheets as necessary. ‘
Type Diameter (at 4' height) Height

Explain why it is necessary to remove these trees.
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H.

Describe the wildlife known to inhabit or frequent the site.
Please see attached Sensitive Species Survey Report for S8anta Clara-Getty 66kV Rebuild Project which
was completed in October 2007 {Attachment A).

Describe any nolse sources that currently affect the site.

N/A
Are there any re d prehistoric or historic archaeclogical sites on the property or on neighboring
parcels? Y Unknown

If yes, describe.
Please see attached Phase | Cultural Resource Investigation Report for Santa Clara-Getty 66 kV

Transmission Line Re-conductor Project, which was completed in April 2006 (Attachment C). Structures

18-2 and 18-3 will be surveyed for cultural resources after approval is received from the Los Padres

National Forest. In addition, the report will be submitted to the County afterwards.

Describe all third party property interests (such as easements, leases, licenses, rights-of-way, fee
ownerships or water sharing agreements) affecting the project site, provision of public utilities to the site
or drainage off the site.

Will any other agencies (such as CA Fish & Game, US Fish & Wildlife, Army Corp. of Engineers,
Regional Water Quality Control Board) require permits for the project? If so, list them here.

Structures 18-2 and 18-3 are located within the Los Padres National Forest. Therefore, an approval is

necessary to perform archaeological surveys of the tower locations prior o replacing the structures.

. Have you incorporated any measures into your project to mitigate or reduce potential environmental

impacts? _Yes  If so, list them here. (Examples include tree preservation plans, creek restoration
plans, and open space easements.)

' Mitiqatioh measures are identified in the attached Sensitive Resource Survey and incorporated into the

project design and construction.

Describe measures that will be incorporated into the project design to address storm water quality (e.g.,
protect riparian corridors, reduce runoff, reduce directly connected impervious areas, eliminate pollutant
sources, etc).”

* Refer to Best Management Practices handbooks such as “Start at the Source” by Bay Area Stormwater Management Agencies
Association, 1993 and on the Internet at www.epa.gov/npdes/menuofbmps.htm. Also handouts at the counter developed by Project

Clean Water.
Updated by bjp071007
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N/A

VII. PARCEL VALIDITY

P&D will not accept an application for development on vacant, unimproved property without clear evidence
that the property is a separate legal lot. Acceptable evidence of a separate legal lot include any of the
following which show the subject property in it's current configuration: a recorded Parcel or Final Map, a
recorded Certificate of Compliance or Conditional Certificate of Compliance, an approved Lot Line
Adjustment, a recorded Reversion to Acreage, a recorded Voluntary Merger or an approved Lot Split Plat.

A. Type of evidence provided to demonstrate a separate, legal lot: N/A
Copy of evidence attached: HYes aNo
Reference number for evidence supplied: N/A

B. Date current property owner acquired the property: N/A
C. Date property was acquired in its present configuration: _ N/A

D. Does the applicant own adjacent property?

Address(es): N/A
E. Is this parcel part of property that the applicant previously subdivided?
Map Number: N/A Deed Number: N/A

VlIl. PUBLIC/PRIVATE SERVICES
A. WATER:

Existing: N/A

1. If the property is currently served by a private well, submit the following for each well:
Pumpage records (electricat meter or flow meter readings) for the past 10 years
pump test data

location of other welts within 500 feet

water quality analysis

drillers report (with construction details}

copy of applicable well sharing agreement

~P Qoo

2. Does the well serve other properties? Y ®
if yes, address(es).

3. |f the property is currently served by a private or public water district, submit the following:
a. Name: N/A .
b. District/Company meter records for the past 10 years.

Proposed:
4, Will the project require annexation to a public or private water company? Y@

If yes, name:
Updated by bjpQ71007
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5.

ts a well proposed? Y @ If so, will it serve cther properties? Y @

if yes, address(es):

SEWAGE DISPOSAL:

Existing: Indicate if the property is currently served by the following:

Yes/No
a. septic system* No
b. drywell* No
c. public sewer district No If yes, name:

*Submit engineering details on septic tanks and dry wells, as well as calculations for leach field size,
where applicable.

Proposed: Indicate what sewage disposal services are proposed as part of this project?

a. septic system* N/A
b. drywell* N/A
c. public sewer district __ N/A District Name:

*Submit percolation tests and/or drywell performance tests as applicable.

3. Will the project require annexation to any public sewer district? Y ®

Name:

C. FIRE PROTECTION

1.

2.

8.

ts the project in a high fire hazard area? Circle one: Yes

Fire protection is (will be) provided by the S.B_County _ Fire
Departtment.

{Montecito, Summerland, S.B. County)

Is there an existing water main infrastructure in the vicinity? Circle one: Yes

How far away is the nearest standard fire hydrant? N/A feet.

If not, is a new fire hydrant proposed? Circle one; Yes

If a new hydrant is proposed, what is the longest driving distance from the proposed hydrant to the
proposed building(s)? feet.

Will fire protection be provided by an on-site water storage tank? Circle one: Yes @
Tank capacity: gallons
What is the driving distance from the water tank to the proposed structure(s)? feet.
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9. lIs a fire sprinkler system proposed? Yes { No Location

10. Describe the access for fire trucks. Include width and height clearance for access and surface

material.

11.  Wili hazardous materials be stored or used? Y/ @

List any hazardous material which may be used or stored on the site.

D. UTILITIES:

1. For each of the following service improvements note whether it currently exists on the project site or
will be required to accommodate the proposed development:

Currently Exists Required
Sewer N/A N/A
Water meter N/A N/A
Septic system N/A N/A
Water well N/A N/A
Power lines Yes Yes
Water storage tanks (size: ) N/A N/A
Telephone lines N/A N/A
Storm drains N/A N/A
Other N/A N/A

(Note: Staff may require information regarding the location, depth, and width of trenching)
E. SCHOOLS: For projects within existing or proposed residential zone districts, provide the names of the
elementary, high and unified school districts serving the project site.
Elementary: N/A
High School: N/A
Unified School: N/A
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Please include any other information you feel is relevant to this application.

CERTIFICATION OF ACCURACY AND COMPLETENESS signatures must be completed for each line. If one or

more of the parties are the same, please re-sign the applicable line.

Applicant's signature authorizes County staff to enter the property described above for the purposes of inspection.

! hereby declare under penafly of perjury that the information contained in this application and all attached materials ere correct, true
and complefe. | acknowledge and agree that the County of Sania Barbara Is relying on the accuracy of this information and my
representations in order to process this application and that any permits Issued by the County may be rescinded if It is determined that
the information and materials submitted are not frue and correct. | further acknowledge that | may be liable for any costs associated
with rescission of such permifs.

Print name and sign — Firm Date

Print name and sign - Preparer of this form ' Date

() ey, TA \\“-e{“ (JJM,Q ,L_.\'/(A_'X_I_QC/L‘___ “ l{ LY [ 0%

Print name arfd sign - Applicant I Date
Print name and sign - Agent Date
Print name and sign - Landowner Date

G\GROUPPED\Digital Library\Applications Forms Brochures Public Informatiom\Planning Applications and Forms\CDPHearingSubRegAPP.DOC
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Project Description



Power Pole Replacement Santa Clara-Getty 66 kV Transmission Line
Project

Introduction/Background

Southern California Edison (SCE) proposes to replace an existing 10.81-mlle segment of a 68
kilovolt (kV) power line within Santa Barbara and Ventura Counties. Approximately 5.72-miies of
this power line is located in Santa Barbara County and the remainder is in Ventura County, Within
Santa Barbara County, 1.95 miles of this project is located within the coastal zone, and 3.77 miles
is outside the coastal zone.

Within Santa Barbara County, SCE proposes to replace forty-one {41) existing lattice steel towers
and nine (9) existing wood pole structures with forty (40} tubuiar steel poles, This work will include
replacing approximately 26,500 circuit feet of conductor (2/0 copper, 4/0 copper and 653.9
ACSR) with larger diameter 954 ACSR conductor.

Out of the forty (40) proposed tubular stee! poles in Santa Barbara County, twenty-four {24) are
jocated outside the coastal zone and sixteen (16) are within the costal zone. SCE is filing this
Coastal Development Permit (CDP) application at the request of the County of Santa Barbara's
Planning Department to seek approval for the 16 replacement tubular steel poles within the
coastal zone.

Project Purpose

Replacement of the 10.91-mile segment of power line would provide vital “backup” capacity to
ensure continuity of service to the greater Santa Barbara County area using the 66,000 volt (66
kV) system in the event of a catastrophic failure of the 220,000 volt (220 kV) system that normally
feeds the load within the county.,

Under normal conditions, the load in Santa Barbara County is fed from the 220 kV Santa Clara
Substation {near the north end of Wells Road in Saticoy, east of Ventura) using the Goleta-Santa
Clara No. #1 and No. #2 220 kV lines from Santa Clara Substation to Goleta Substation (at the
north end of Glen Annie In Goleta). The 220 kV power Is transformed, or “stepped down” to 66
kV at the Goleta Substation, and is then fed to several substations within the County. From those
substations, the voltage is lowered again to a distribution voltage of either 4 kV, or 16 kV, and is
again stepped down fo secondary voltages in the field and then distributed to our customers. SCE
does have customers that take service at 66 kv within the County (i.e. the desalination plant on
Yanonnali; Onshore Substation, which is adjacent to Sandpiper Golif Course in Isla Vista® and the
Exxon refinery near El Capitan State Beach).

The Ventura area is served in much the same way from the Santa Clara Substation. The Santa
Barbara and Ventura areas are split into separate systems; the Goleta system and the Santa
Clara system. The difference between the two systems is that the Santa Clara system is fed by
multiple lines to multiple systems and generation to the south and east. Whereas, the Goleta
systemn located near the west end of SCE service territory, has only one feed - the 220 kV lines
from the Santa Clara Substation. While both the Goleta and Santa Clara systems operate
independently, there are connection points within the 66 kV system that tie the two systems
together In the event of a catastrophic failure at Goleta Substation or of the two 220 kV lines
feeding Geleta Substation. The Santa Clara 66 kV system, with this upgrade, would be capable of
providing the majority of power to south Santa Barbara County SCE customers until the Goleta
Substation or 220 kV lines are brought back on-line.

A study performed in 1998 determined that the capacity of the 66 kV system tie lines between the

Goleta and Santa Clara systems needs to be increased to support the load in Santa Barbara
County in the event of the loss of the 220 kV lines. SCE refers to that scenario as an N-2
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condition (N = normal operation, -2 = the loss of two 220 kV lines feeding the county). In an N-2
condition affecting the 220 kV [ines, the load in Santa Barbara would have to be fed sclely by the
B6kV system, and would be supplied by the Santa Clara 66 kV system in Ventura. The nearest
substation in Santa Barbara County to Santa Clara Substation is the Carpinteria Substation.
Replacing the existing 66 kV conductor between these two substations with a larger conductor
would allow the 86 kV system to provide greater electrical support to the Santa Barbara area
during an N-2 scenario. Consequently, installing a large, and heavier conductor, requires
replacing the lattice structures with tubular steel poles as the lattice structures are not designed to
support the larger conductor. Also, SCE determined that this proposed work along the existing
routes between the two substations was preferred over acquiring additional right-of-ways for new
routes and designing and/or constructing additional transmission lines into Santa Barbara County.
Within the upgrade to the existing 66 kV system, additional power would then be available for
transmission from the Santa Clara system to Carpinteria Substation, within the Goleta system,
and then in turn on to various substations throughout the Goleta system in the event of an
emergency.

it should be noted that the new conductor will not be installed to serve an expanding customer
base under normal operating conditions, but to maintain service over SCE's entire service
territory within the Goleta system during an N-2 condition emergency. This should enable SCE to
provide power to more customers than is currently possible while repairs are being made to the
220 kV system.

SCE has broken the project route into three sections within Santa Barbara Gounty. The project
route passes through the Santa Barbara County coastal zone in two of those sections, with a third
(middle) section being completely outside the coastal zone. One section within the coastal zone
is just northwest of the county line, and the second section within the coastal zone is located
where the power line comes south out of the mountains towards Carpinteria Substation.

The detalls are listed below for all forty-nine (49) existing structures and the forty (40) proposed
structures within Santa Barbara County project area:

Table 1: Structure within Costal Zone

Item # Existing Existing Construction | Proposed | Proposed Notes
Structure Structure # Structure | Structure
Number Height (ft) Number | Height (fi.)
Section 1
1 18-2 80 103 4452927 115
2 18-3 80 104 4452928 130 Approximately 740 yd’

soll will be cut to re-
establish the access
road.

3 18-4 a0 105 4452929 120 Apfroximately 1,900

yd™ soil will be cut to re-
establish the access
road,

4 18-5 80 1053 This tower will he
eliminaied.

5 19-1 80 106 4452930 135 Approximately 185 yd®
soll will be cutbaiance
o re-establish the
access road.

6 19-2 80 107 4452931 135 Approximately 800 yd®
soil will be cut to re-
establish the access

road.
7 18-3 80 108 4452932 90
8 19-4 57 109 4452933 90
9 Wood Poles 109a Two wood poles to be
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ftem # Existing Existing Consiruction | Proposed | Proposed Notes
Structure Structure # Structure | Structure
Number Helght {ft) Number | Height (ft.)
eliminated east of and
adjacent to this
location.
10 19-5 55 110 4452934 90
Section 3
11 0-7 (a) 70 133 4423650 85
12 0-86 90 134 4423651 110
13 Q-5 85 135 4423652 110
14 0-4 80 1368 4423853 100
15 0-3 65 137 4423654 75
16/17 1526338 / 60/60 142 4423659 75 Two poles switches
1626339 from separate wood
poles combined onto
one TSP.
18/19 1526340 / 60 /50 141 4423858 85 Two poles switches
1526337 from separate wood
poles combined onto
one TSP.
20 Getaway 60 138 4423655 95 No existing structura
Lattice number.
Tabie 2: Structure Located Quiside Costal Zone
Item # Existing Existing Construction | Proposed | Proposed Notes
Structure Structure # Structure | Sfructure
Number Height (L) Number | Height (ft.)
Section 2
1 10-5 45 111 4452935 95
2 10-6 55 112 4452936 75
3 11-1 45 113 4452837 125
4 11-2 50 113a This tower will be
eliminated.
5 11-3 45 114 44520938 125
6 11-4 50 114a This tower will be
gliminated.
115 4452939 120 Between 11-4 and
11-5.
7 116 45 115a This tower will be
eliminated.
8 11-6 45 118 4452940 85
9 11-7 45 117 4452941 70
10 11-8 45 118 4452942 70
11 11-8 45 119 4452943 70
12 1241 40 120 4452944 70
13 12-2 55 121 4452945 110
14 12-3 45 121a This tower will be
eliminated.
15 12-4 40 122 4452946 120
16 126 45 123 4452847 95
17 12-6 85 124 4452948 100 Line turns south from
this pole.
18/19 1208732/ 50/60 139 4423656 100 This pole replaces a
1208733 weed switch pole
and wood barre
comer (hear
damaged).
20721 1208734/ 85/70 140 4423657 70 Switch pole on Desal
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ftem # Existing Existing Construction | Proposed { Proposed Notes
Structure Structure # Structure | Structure
Number Height (ft.) Number Height (ft.)
12-SP6 Line. This péle
(Lattice replaces the lattice
Pole) ) pole and adjacent
wood pole.
22 1-6 85 125 4452950 125
23 1-5 105 126 4423643 120
24 1-4 . 85 127 4423644 85
25 1-3 120 128 4423645 115
26 1-2 129 129 4423646 80
27 1-1 70 130 4423647 85
28 0-8 75 131 . 4423648 75
29 0-7 70 132 4423649 95
Alternatives

As reguested by the County of Santa Barbara, SCE considered alternatives that would avoid or
substantially lessen any potential aesthetic impacts of the project.

Reconsfruction within a new right of way:

Reconstruction of the existing Santa Clara-Getty 66 kV transmission line within a new right of way
in a different location would require the acquisition of new easements, not to mention result in
construction activities and environmental impacts throughout currently undisturbed area.
Construction within a new right of way would create new aesthetic impacts in different areas,
while the existing route would sfill-be required to maintain existing communication and power
lines. A new route would also result in greater land use, biological, cultural resource, and other
environmental impacts due to new disturbances. The existing transmission line lies entirely within
existing utility right of way on already disturbed land. Therefore, any alternative route outside of
the existing utility right of way would result in significantly greater environmental impacts than the
current proposed route and was eliminated from further consideration in this document.

Undergrounding; :
In addition, undergrounding the transmission line was also considered. However, placing this line

underground would result in more environmental impacts and orders of magnitude than the
proposed project. Additionally, there are significant physical restrictions on undergrounding
imposed by the topography of the area. The cost of instaliation of underground lines is.cost
prohibited due to the many slopes/grades and rocky areas in the project corridor. Therefore, an
underground alternative was eliminated from further consideration.

Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures

According to the Biological Survey Report, the proposed project is not expected to impact any
sensitive wildlife and plant species that may occur in the project area (Attachment A - Biological
Survey Report). The project construction effort will be contained in an area adjacent to existing
transmission tower pads, access roads, and other previously disturbed areas, thus the impact will
be minimized.

Re-establishing access roads would be needed for only four structures located within the Coastal
Zone. An explanation of the proposed grading at each site is attached with this application.
(Attachment B — Proposed Grading Plan).

SCE will implement a biclogical resources monitoring program prior to and during construction. A
qualified biologist will be assigned to flag sensitive blological resources for avoidance during




construction and will work with construction managers to minimize habitat loss and disturbance to
sensitive species.

A Phase | Cultural Resource Investigation and surface reconnaissance of the proposed project
was conducted between October 22, 2005 and April 10, 2006. No cultural resources, either
prehistoric or historical, were observed In the vicinity of, adjacent to, or along the immediate
approach avenues employed at any of the project structures examined (Attachment C —
Archaeological Survey Report). The proposed project will have no impact on cultural resources,
and no additional studies are recommended at this time. However, in the event that cultural
resources are encountered during any future earth disturbing activities, all work must halt at the
location untii the resources can be properly evaluated by a qualified archaeologist.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

Southern California Edison (SCE) is considering replacing or upgrading a portion of its
Santa Clara-Getty 66 kV line. The poles scheduled for replacement follow a westerly
course starting at intersection of SR150 and SR192 and ending at SCE’s Carpinteria
Substation.

This document describes the results of field surveys of the natural vegetation and special-
status plant and wildlife species conducted in 1999-2000 for 85 poles located along
Southern California Edison’s (SCE) Santa Clara-Getty 66 k'V transmission line. In
addition, qualified BRC biologists revisited the sites for a reconnaissance-level
assessment on October 30, 2005. This latter effort was mainly to determine if the general
habitat at the sites had changed since the eatlier, more detailed surveys completed in
1999-2000, which were intended to determine the potential and actual occurrence of any
special-status plant and wildlife species at pole or tower sites that were then proposed for
upgrading.

2.0 STUDY AREA

This survey is focused on 85 power poles/towers located along the Santa Clara-Getty 66
kV transmission line that starts at the intersection of SR150 and SR192 and rnms west
along SR192 to intersect the Santa Clara-Carpinteria 66 kV transmission line.

A detailed survey of this line was conducted in 1999-2000 to determine the presence of
any special-status species or habitats at each of the transmission poles/towers along this
circuit.

Biological resources, particularly special-status species and sensitive habitats, were
surveyed within a 50-foot radius of each pole or tower. The pole numbers listed in this
document are the ones recorded during the 1999-2000 surveys. Most pole numbers had
changed as of October 30, 2005.

3.0 METHODS

The initial field surveys were completed between 17 May and 28 June 1999. A team of
two qualified biologists (one botanist and one wildlife biologist) traveled to each of the
85 towers and conducted a reconnaissance level survey. In addition, a qualified BRC
biologist revisited the sites on October 30, 2005.

To determine the presence {or absence) of most wildlife species requires intensive field
sampling and observation. Since this was mainly a reconnaissance level survey, the
approach was to determine the habitat types present relying on a standard vegetation
classification system (Sawyer and Keeler-Wolf 1995) and to associate wildlife
occurrence with the presence or absence of habitats that would predict the occturence of
individual wildlife species.



After an orientation meeting with SCE personnel familiar with the project study area, the
fieldwork was scheduled and initiated. Traveling in a single off-road vehicle, the team
drove SCE maintenance roads or public roads to reach the nearest point possible to each
tower. Usually after a short hike, the base of each tower was inspected for a radius of
approximately 50 feet. The focus of the surveys was to determine the presence or
absence of sensitive plants and animals and to determine the habitat types present. The
sensitive plant surveys completed in 1999-2000 were timed to include when there was a
high probability of seeing flowering plants. The biologists used standardized field forms
to record all observations. These data were later transferred into a computerized database
using Microsoft Excel®.

3.1 Vegetation Mapping Protocols and Classification

Sawyer and Keeler-Wolf (1995) present the California Native Plant Society’s (CNPS’s)
approach to hierarchical classification, in 4 Manual of California Vegetation, and it is the
classification approach that is followed for the purposes of this report, Several
(approximately 50%) of the plant communities observed during the field surveys are
described as ‘series’ by Sawyer and Keeler-Wolf (1995). Their approach to hierarchical
classification of vegetation forms a base line for the vegetation classification at the SCE
tower sites, in which the most important units of conservation in any vegetative hierarchy
are the floristically based series (or plant communities).

Floristic components of classification include the individual plant taxa that contribute to
the vegetation occupying an area, and they form the different plant communities (or
series). Although all plant communities observed during the field survey are not
described by Sawyer and Keeler-Wolf (1995), the newly observed plant communities are
easily classified and named according to the same hierarchical protocols described by
them. The three terms (vegetation type, plant community, and plant association) used to
describe the vegetation, its floristic components, and the characteristics of each term are
described below.

A vegetation type is a broad vegetative unit that is not floristically based, but is defined
by stand structure and physiognomic features that are characteristic of the general
vegetation. Stand-structure is represented by growth form (i.c., trees form woodlands,
shrubs form shrublands of either scrub or chaparral, and herbs/grasses form grasslands)
and habit (i.e., woody, semi-woody, or herbaceous).

A plant community is a more defined vegetative unit that is characterized and named
according to the vegetation’s dominant species. More specifically, plant communities are
defined by the one dominant plant taxon that contributes to the greatest percent ground
cover and/or canopy cover (open, intermittent, or closed/continuous). This class is
usually floristically-based (i.e. Purple Needlegrass Perennial Grassland), in which the
plant community name specifies a dominant taxon; however, this class may not always be
floristically based.



A plant community may also be classified according to more defined habit characteristics
(i.e., annual [California Annual Grassland], biennial, or perennial; sclerophyll-leaved or
soft-leaved; etc.), or can be classified into more descriptive units based on origin
(Ruderal Grassland) or flower displays (Wildflower Field). These plant comimunities do
not specify a dominant plant taxon in the name, but they are more defined grassland
units, and for the purposes of this report, are considered plant communities.

Table 1 lists all plant communities observed making up the four vegetation types within
the SCE survey area. Each community is an assigned c¢lass code used in the tables in
Appendix D.

The plant association is a detailed vegetative unit that is always floristically based with
either one dominant species, plus one or more important associate species, or two co-
dominant species plus one or more associate species. Co-dominants are two plant taxa
that are equally nmportant contributors to the overall percent ground cover, in which
neither species is dominant over the other.

Table 1. Plant communities observed and class codes.

Ruderal Grassland GR Commercial Buildings/Nursery CN
Lemonadeberry Chaparral CL Poison Oak Scrub SPO
Arroyo Willow Woodland WAW Agricultural Orchard 0O
California Sycamore Woodland WCS Agricultural Row Crops RC
Coast Live Oak Woodland WLO Residential Buildings R
Southern California Black Walnut Woodland | WBW Mixed Sage Scrub SMS

3.2 Special-status Species

Special-status species are plants and animals that are either listed as endangered or
threatened under the Federal or California Endangered Special Acts, listed as rare under
the California Native Plant Protection Act, or considered to be rare (but not formally
listed) by resource agencies, professional organizations (e.g. Audubon Society, California
Native Plant Society (CNPS), The Wildlife Society), and the scientific conmmunity. For
the purposes of this project, we selected the special-status species to be considered using
the criteria listed in Table 2.

To determine which special-status species are likely lo occur within a 50-foot radius of
each tower along the Santa Clara-Getty transmission line, a literature survey (including
Skinner and Pavlik [1994]) and a search of the California Department of Fish and Game's
(CDFG) Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB), was conducted for known occurrences
in the vicinity of the transmission line.



Table 2. Definitions of special-status species.

natural range.

Plants & animals legally protected under the California and Federal Endangered Species Acts or under other regulations.
Plants and animals considered sufficiently rare by the scientific commiunity to qualify for such listing; or

Plants and animals considered to be sensitive because they are unique, declining regionally or locally, or are at the extent of their

Special-Status Plané Species .0 -

®  Plants listed or proposed for listing as threatened or endangered under
the Federal Endangered Species Act (30 CFR 17.12 for listed plants and
various notices in Federal Register for proposed species).

®  Plants that are Category 1 or 2 candidates for possible fuiure fisling as
threatened or endangered under the Federal Endangered Species Act (33
CFR 6184, Febroary 21, 1990).

®  Plants thal meet the definitions of rare or endangered species under
the CEQA (State CEQA Guidelines, Section 15380).

®  Plants considered by CNPS to be "rare, thrcatened, or endangered” in
California (Lists 1B and 2 in Skinner & Pavlik [1994]).

®  Plants listed by CNPS as plants needing more informalion and plants
of limitcd distribution (Lists 3 and 4 in Skinner and Pavlik [1994]).

®  Plants listed or proposed for {isting by the State of California as
threatened or endangered under the California Endangered Species Act (14
CCR 670.3).

®  Plants listed under the California Native Plant Protection Act
(California Fish and Game Code 1900 et seq.).

®  Planis considered sensitive by other federal agencies (i.e., U.S. Forest
Service, Bureau of Land Management) or state and local agencies or
jurisdictions.

® DPlants considered sensitive or unigue by the scientific community;
oceurs at natural range limits (State CEQA Guidelines, Appendix G).

- Special-Status Asimal Specis

®  Animals listed/proposed for listing as
threatened/endangered under the Federal
Endangered Species Act (50 CFR 17.11 for listed
animals and various notices in Federal Register
for proposed species).

®  Animals that are Category 1 or 2 candidates
for possible future listing as threatened or
endangered under Federal Endangcred Species
Act (54 CFR 534).

®  Animals that meet the delinitions of rare or
endangered species under the CEQA (State CEQA
Guidetines, Section 15380).

®  Animals listed or proposed for listing by the
State of California as threatened and endangered
under the California Endangered Species Act (14
CCR 670.5).

®  Animal species of special concern to the
CDFG (Remsen [1978] for birds; Williams [1986]
for mammals),

®  Animal species that are fully protected in
California {California Fish & Game Code, Section
3511 [birds], 4700 [mammals], 5050 [reptiles,
amphibians]).

Table 3 provides status, habitat requirements, distribution, and survey results for each
special-status species, either observed in the vicinity of the tower sites or believed to
occur at or near the towers, based on the presence of suitable habitat. The information
provided, for each identified special-status species, includes: scientific and common
{(vernacular) names; species status, including Federal and state, CDFG’s NDDB Element
(Global and State) Ranking, and CNPS List and Rarity-Endangerinent-Distribution (R-E-
D) Code; a physical description; habitat requirements; species distribution; and survey

results.

Listed species are those taxa that are formally listed as endangered or threatened by the
federal government (e.g. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service [USFWS]), pursuant to the
federal Endangered Species Act or as endangered, threatened, or rare (for plants only) by
the State of California (i.e. California Fish and Game Commmission), pursuant to the
California Endangered Species Act or the Calilornia Native Plant Protection Act.

The NDDB Element Ranking system (NDDB 1997b) provides a nuineric global and state
ranking system for all special-status species tracked by the NDDB. The global rank (G-




rank) 1s a reflection of the overall condition of an element (species or natural community)
throughout its global range. The state ranking (S-rank) is assigned much the same way as
the global rank, except state ranks in California often also contain a threat designation
attached to the S-rank.

As described for the NDDB ranking, not all special-status species considered in this
report are tracked by CNPS, nor are R-E-D codes given to them; therefore, we applied
the rules described above to “rank” those special-status species lacking such rankings or
codes. This applies to rare lichen taxa that may occur at the towers, for which CNPS has
not yet developed or incorporated into its [nventory of Rare and Endangered Vascular
Plants of California or developed and established by the California Lichen Society.
Rarity G- and S-ranks devised for taxa of this report are followed by a “?”, denoting
tentative assignment.

The CNPS R-E-D Code is a three-numbered numeric ranking for three categories (Rarity-
Endangerment-Distribution}, which more accurately describes each plant’s population
levels. Each number-code is described in Appendix C, California Native Plant Society
R-E-D Code, is specific for each category.

3.3 Tower Numbering Systems

Most of the towers surveyed along the SCE transmission line were number-and/or letter-
coded by SCE; however, several towers, or wooden and steel poles, are either not
numbered, out of sequence, or have duplicated numbers. If no original SCE tower
number was available during the survey, a temporary consecutive tower number with a
“?7” was assigned, using SCE’s tower numbering system.

The tower/pole numbers observed on October 30, 2005 were different from the pole
numbers noted during the 1999-2000 survey; however, for easier tower accounting and
inventorying for these surveys, a unique sequential numbering/letter-codes system was
developed and used for all towers surveyed. The numbering system begins at No. 1.,
which represents the first tower that is located at the SR150 and SR 192 intersection, and
ends at No. 85 which represents the last tower of the Santa Clara-Getty power line
located at the Carpinteria Substation,

4.0 RESULTS

4.1 Vegetation Descriptions

This section provides a complete inventory of the three vegetative units (vegetation types,
plant communities, and plant assoctations) observed at each tower along the SCE Santa
Clara-Getty 66 kV transmission line. Generalized information on the vegetation’s stand
structure, species descriptions and requirements, site characteristics, and associate species
contributing to the plant associations are provided in the following subsections. The
natural vegetation in the study area contains four general vegetation types: grassland,
coastal sage scrub, chaparral, and woodland. These ones observed at the 85 project sites
are described below.



Poison Oak Scrub

Poison Oak Scrub 1s dominated by Toxicodendron diversilobum, a winter-deciduous
poisonous shrub or vine with resinous leaves (becoming bright red in autumn), yellow-
green flowers, and leathery creamy-white fruit. The toxic resin-covered leaves, stems,
and fruit cause severe contact dermatitis. The widespread Poison Oak occurs in chaparral
and cak woodlands of canyon slopes at elevations below 1,650 meters (Hickman 1993).
It also commonly occurs along riparian corridor.

Ruderal Grassiand

Ruderal Grassland is a plant community that is typically in early successional stages as a
result of a severe human disturbance, or because the land is subject to recurrent natural
disturbance. This plant community is dominated by annual and perennial,
introduced/non-native, pioneering, herbaceous plants that readily colonize disturbed
ground. The ability of exotic species to invade disturbed areas arises from their
relationship to old-world ancestors that have co-existed with humans for millennia, and
thus are more adapted to exploit disturbed land. Ruderal communities may provide a
certain degree of eroston control for recently graded areas, but such communities are also
a threat to the natural biodiversity because they continually distribute invasive, highly-
competitive non-native propagules into otherwise native vegetation. However, if Ruderal
Grassland is left undisturbed, it can undergo succession towards more stable, and less
weedy, plant communities such as coastal sage or riparian scrub. (Zedler et al. 1997.)

Lemonadeberry Chaparral

Lemonadeberry Chaparral (Sumac Series according to Sawyer and Keeler-Wolf [1995])
is dominated by Rhus infegrifolia, a large aromatic, evergreen, glandular shrub with
leathery shinny-green leaves, white to pinkish petals, and glandular-hairy reddish fruit.
Lemonadeberry grows on north-facing slopes of canyons at elevations below 900 meters
(Hickman 1993). The sole or dominant plant taxon of this series may either be Laurel
Sumac or R. integrifolia. These shrubs may occur together as shrub-canopy co-
dominants; however, Lemonadeberry Chaparral was observed as the dominant species in
the shrub canopy along the SCE transmission line. Lemonadeberry forms an intermittent
to continuous canopy over a variety of scrub associates and a sparse grassy ground layer.
This series occurs on steep upland slopes, with shallow coarse soils, and at elevations
near sea level up to 400 meters. Sumac (/Lemonadeberry) Series is often overlooked by
combining it with mixed chaparral; however, many characteristic chaparral genera
(Adenostoma, Arctostaphylos, Ceanothus, Quercus) are absent from, or are uncommon
in, Sumac Series.

Lemonadeberry Chaparral was observed at iwo towers. The Lemonadeberry Chaparral
associations include several shrub canopy associates growing over scattercd ground layer
herbs typical of Coastal Sage Scrub communities. Lemonadeberry Chaparral co-
dominants/important canopy associates include: Coyote Brush, Bigpod Ceanothus, Giant
Wildrye, Chaparral Mallow, Laurel Sumac, Spiny Redberry, Purple Sage, and Blue
Elderberry.



Arroyo Willow Woodland

Arroyo Willow Woodland (Arroyo Willow Series according to Sawyer and Keeler-Wolf
[1995]) forms riparian habitat that is dominated by Salix lasiolepis. Arroyo Willow is a
winter-deciduous shrub or small tree with shinny dark green leaves (lower surface white
tomentose) (Hickman 1993). The NIWP (Reed 1988) lists Arroyo Willow with an
FACW wetland indicator status (facultative wetland species usually found in wetlands).
Arroyo Willow Series occurs in seasonally flooded or saturated freshwater wetland
habitats, such as floodplains and low-gradient depositions along rivers and streams, and is
abundant in marshes, meadows, and springs, at elevations below 1,800 meters. This
woodland community forms a continuous canopy growing over a sparse shrub layer and
variable ground layer (depending on canopy thickness).

Arroyo Willow Woodland was observed at one tower. The woodland observed at the
tower consists of Arroyo Willow-Coyote Brush Woodland with Coyote Brush as a co-
dominant. The tree canopy associates (including tree-like shrubs) contributing to the
willow stands include: Toyon, Southern California Black Walnut, California Sycamore
(Platanus racemosa), Coast Live Oak, Lemonadeberry, and Blue Elderberry.

The shrub stratum below the Arroyo Willow canopy consists of important associates
including the special-status species Plummer Baccharis (Baccharis plummerae ssp.
plummerae) and Fish Milkwort (Polygala cornuta ssp. fishiae), the shrub-like perennial
grass Giant Wildrye, and scrub species such as Spiny Redberry, Fuschia-flowered
Gooseberry, Purple Sage, and Poison Oak.

The herbaceous ground layer under Arroyo Willow includes a variety of native forbs
such as Mugwort (drfemisia douglasiana), Morning-glory, Pipestem Clematis, Many-
flowered Figwort, Hedge Nettle, Hoary Creek Nettle, and Western Verbena. The non-
native ground layer contributors include: Black Mustard, Italian Thistle (Carduus
pycnocephalus), Tocalote (Centaurea melitensis), Poison Hemlock (Coniunt maculatum),
Summer Mustard, Sourclover (Melilotus indica), and Cape Ivy (Senecio mikanioides).

California Sycamore Woodland

California Sycamore Woodland (California Sycamore Series according to Sawyer and
Keeler-Wolf [1995]) is dominated by the monoecious, wind-pollinated, broad-leaved
winier-deciduous Platanus racemosa. This native tree has smooth pale bark and large,
densely hairy, palmately lobed leaves, and it is a common tree occurring along
streamsides and in canyons (Hickman 1993). The NIWP (Reed 1988) lists P. racemosa
with a wetland indicator status of FACW, or a facultative wetland species.

California Sycamore Series grows in wetland soils, permanently saturated at depth, of
freshwater riparian corridors, braided depositional channels of intermittent streams,
gullies, springs, seeps, river banks, and terraces adjacent to floodplains subject to high-
intensity seasonal flooding. This series also occurs on upland rocky canyon slopes, in
alluvial, open cobbly, and rocky soils, at elevations below 2,400 meters. A shrubby
thicket of evergreen and deciduous shrubs may grow below the 35-meter, widely spaced,
sycamore canopy, and the ground layer is generally grassy.

California Sycamore Woodland was recorded at two towers, and a different plant
association occupies each tower. The tree species co-dominating the California



Sycamore canopy are Coast Live Oak and Southern California Black Walnut, while
Black Sage and Poison Oak grow as important understory shrubs to the tall emergent
sycamores. Arroyo Willow 1s common in these riparian sycamore stands, and
intergrading upland shrub species include: California Sagebrush, Coyote Brush,
Birchleaf Mountain Mahogany, Californica Buckwheat, Chaparral Mallow, and
Lemonadeberry.

Coast Live Oak Woodland

Coast Live Oak Woodland (Coast Live Oak Series according to Sawyer and Keeler-Wolf
[1995]) is dominated by Quercus agrifolia var. agrifolia, a broad-leaved evergreen, wide-
topped tree with furrowed dark gray bark and weakly spine-toothed, convex, dark green
leaves (Hickman 1993). (). agrifolia is the most widely distributed of the evergreen oaks,
and is capable of achieving large size and old age (Zedler et al. 1997). This oak occurs in
valleys and on slopes of riparian woodland fringes, scattered in grassland or Coastal Sage
Scrub communities, as an element of Mixed Evergreen Forest, or as a contributor to other
oak woodlands. Coast Live Qak, as a series, predominantly occurs on steep slopes and
on raised stream banks or terraces. Coast Live Oak Woodland (Series) forms a
continuous to open canopy (<30 meters tall), has an understory of occasional or common
shrubs and an absent or herbaceous ground layer, and requires sandstone or shale-derived
soils of elevations below 1,200 meters.

Coast Live Oak understory may include other typical Coastal Sage Scrub species:
Coyote Brush, Plummer Baccharis, buckwheats (Eriogonum cinereum, E. fasciculatum),
Toyon, Heart-leaved Bush Penstemon, Deerweed, Chaparral Mallow, Laurel Sumac,
Bush Monkeyflower, Fish Millkwort, Hollyleaf Cherry (Prunus ilicifolia), Spiny
Redberry, Fuschia-flowered Gooseberry, California Wild Rose (Rosa californica),
California Blackberry (Rubus ursinus), Purple Sage, Blue Elderberry, Poison Oak,
Canyon Sunflower, and Our Lord’s Candle.

A ground layer consisting of annual grasses and several showy wildflowers also
contribute to the oak woodland understory as well: Goldenstars, T.ay-and-Collie Indian
Paintbrush, Four-spotted Purple Clarkia, Blue Dicks, Lanceleaf Live Forever, Pacific
Peavine (Lathyrus vestitus), Fleshy Lupine (Lupirnus succulentus), Navarretia (Navarretia
Jjaredit), California Buttercup, Hummingbird Sage, California Globe Mallow (Sidalcea
malvaeflora ssp. californica), Blue-eyed Grass, Douglas Nightshade (Solanum douglasii),
Hedge Nettle, Western Verbena, and Johnny Jump-up.

Southern California Black Walnut Weodland

Southern Califorma Black Walnut Woodland (California Walnut Series according to
Sawyer and Keeler-Wolf [1995]) is dominated by Juglans californica var. californica, a
broad-leaved winter-deciduous, monoecious, tree that blooms from March to May. It has
gray-brown bark, toothed leaflets, and spheric, leathery-husked, strong-smelling fruit
(walnuts). J. californica is and uncommon endemic, ranging from coastal southern
Califorma from Santa Barbara County to Los Angeles County, found on canyon slopes at
elevations between 50 and 900 meters (Hickman 1993). It is listed in the NIWP (Reed
1988) with a of FAC (facultative species) wetland indicator status. J. californica is a
CNPS List 4 (limited distribution) and has an R-E-D (Rare-Endangerment-Distribution)



code of 1-2-3 (Rare, but low potential for extinction-Endangered in a portion of its range-
Endemic to California) (Skinner and Pavlik 1994). Southern California Black Walnut
Woodland is a much fragmented, declining natural community, and it is threatened by
urbanization and grazing, which inhibit natural reproduction (Skinner and Pavlik 1994).

California Walnut Series forms an open to closed canopy (<10 meters tall) growing over
a common or infrequent shrub stratum and a sparse or grassy ground layer. This
woodland requires deep, shale-derived, intermittently flooded/saturated soils of
freshwater riparian corridors, floodplains, incised canyons, seeps, and stream or river
banks at elevations between 150 and 900 meters.

Coast Live Oak may grow as a tree canopy co-dominant, while Greenbark Ceanothus and
Chaparral Mallow may occur as dominant understory shrubs. The less dominant walnut
understory shrubs may include: California Sagebrush, Coyote Brush, Hoary Ceanothus,
Toyon, Giant Wildrye, Southern Honeysuckle, Deerweed, Fish Milkwort, Spiny
Redberry, Fuschia-flowered Gooseberry, Purple Sage, and Poison Oak.

The ground layer consists of Goldenstars, Morning-glory, Miners Lettuce (Claytonia
perfoliata), San Diego Bedstraw, Green Everlasting, Summer Mustard, Purple
Needlegrass, Peony, Pacific Sanicle, Many-flowered Figwort, Blue-eyed Grass, Hedge
Nettle, and Western Verbena.

Mixed Sage Scrub

Mixed Sage Scrub (Mixed Sage Series according to Sawyer and Keeler-Wolf [1995]) is
the most typical Coastal Sage Scrub plant community. This upland plant community
consists of a mixture of scrub species, including one to three species of sage (Salvia spp.).
Three aromatic sages, typical of Coastal Sage Scrub or chaparral on dry south-facing
slopes, are contributors of Mixed Sage Scrub (Hickman 1993): White Sage (S. apiana),
with long tomentose stems, densely hairy-gray leaves, and white/lavender flowers
(<1,500 meters); Purple Sage (5. leucophylla), with grayish, puckered, densely branched-
hairy leaves, and rose-lavender flowers (between 50 and 800 meters); and, Black Sage (S
mellifera), with greenish, glandular-hairy, puckered leaves and white, pale blue/lavender
Nowers (<1,200 meters) (Sawyer and Keeler-Wolf 1995).

Mixed Sage Series consists of an equal representation of one to three sages and California
Sagebrush, plus a mixture of typical Coastal Sage Scrub species, including California
Bush Sunflower, California Buckwheat, Bush Monkeyflower, and prickly-pears (Opuntia
spp.). Emergent shrubs of Laurel Sumac, Lemonadeberry, and Blue Elderberry may also
be present. This series forms a continuous or intermittent canopy (<2 meters tall) over a
variable ground layer, and grows on sandy, rocky, shallow soils of upland slopes at
elevations below 1,200 meters. No single species or pair of species can dominate stands
of this series; instead, three or more species must equally share commonness and cover.

4.2 Potential Special-status Vascular Plants -

The literature review and database searches identified 44 special-status species of plants
known to occur in the general area where thebe towers/poles are located. Table 3



summarizes the literature and field survey results for special-status vascular plant species.
It includes scientific names, whether or not they were observed, and the likelihood of
occwrence within SCE boundaries if not directly observed. The timing of the field
surveys was outside the preferred season to observe or detect some of the special-status
species.

One special-status species, Southern California Black Walnut (Juglans californica var.
californica), was observed growing within the 50-foot radius of two towers.

Table 3. Likelihood of occurrence of special-status vascular plants

el T et S G e | Oceurrenice
L Tt T Habitat Preference - . | Fed/State/CNPS |- Likelihood.
Acanthomintha obovata Heart-leaved Thornmint Chaparral, Woodland, Grassland /-4 1-2-3 Unlikely
ssp. cordata
Antirrhimun ovatum Oval-leaved Snapdragon | Chaparral, Woodland, Grassland Cle/-/4 1-2-3 Unlikely
Aphanisma blitoides Aphanisina Coastal Sage Scrub C2/-/1B 2-2-2 Low
Astragalus brauntonii Braunten Milkvetch Chaparral, Coastal Sage Scrub, E/-1B 3-2-3 Low
Grassland
Atriplex pacifica South Coast Saliscale Coastal Sage Scrub C2/-11B 3-2-2 Low
Atriplex serenana var. Davidson Saltscale Coastal Sage Scrub <-/13 3-2-2 Low
davidsonii
Baccharis plummerae ssp. | Plummer Baccharis Coastal Sage Scrub, Live Oak /-4 1-1-3 Low
plummerae Woodland
Boykinia rotundifolia Round-leaved Boykinia Chaparral, Riparian Woodland -f-f4 1-1-3 Moderate
Calandrinia breweri Brewer Calandrinia Chaparral, Coastal Sage Scrub wff4 1-2-2 Moderate
Calachortus catalinae Catalina Mariposa Lily Coastal Sage Scrub, Grassland -f-f4 1-2-3 Moderate
Calochortus plummerae Plummer Mariposa Lily Coastal Sage Scrub, Grassland C2/-/1B 2-2-3 Moderate
Calochortus weedii var. Late-Mlowered Mariposa Chaparral, Coastal Sage Scrub C2/-1B 2-2-3 Low
vestus Lily
Cercocarpus betuloides Island Mountain Chaparral --14 1-1-3 Low
var. blancheae Mahogany
Chorizanthe procumbens Prostrate Spineflower Chaparral, Woodland, Coastal 14 122 Low
Sage Scrub
Convohnmdies simnlans Small-flowered Coastal Sage Scrub, Grassland -4 1-2-2 Low
Morning-glory
Delphinium inopinum Unexpected Larkspur Upper Montane Coniferous C3¢/-/1B 2-2-3 | Unlikely
Forest
Dichondra occidentalis Western Dichondra Coastal Sage Scrub, Live Oak C3c/-/4 1-2-1 Moderate
Woadland
Eriophyltum jepsonii Iepson Woolly Coastal Sage Scrub, Chaparrai /-4 1-1-3 Low
Sunflower
Fritifiaria ojaiensis Ojai Fritillary Chaparral, Live Oak Woodiand C2/-11B 3-2-3 Low
Galium clifionsmithii Santa Barbara Bedstraw Coastal Sage Scrub, Live Qak -i-/4 1-1-3 Possible
Woodland
Howdewmn intercedens Vernal Barley Vernal Pool, Grassiand -f-f3 ?-2-2 Unlikely
Hulsea vestita ssp. San Gabriel Mountains Conifcrous Forest /4 1-1-3 Unlikely
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gabrielensis Sunflower

Hulsea vestita ssp. parryi | Parry Sunflower Chaparral, Coniferous Forest -/-i4 1-1-3 Unlikely

Juglans californica var. Southern California Riparian Forest, Live Oak -f-fd 1-2.3 Known

californica Black Walnut Woodland

Juncus acutus ssp. Southwestern Spiny Alkaline Seep; Saltmarsh ~f-fd 1-2-1 Low

leopoldii Rush

Lasihenia glabrata ssp. Coulter's GoldFelds Grassland C2/-113 2-3-2 Low

coufteri

Layia heterotricha Pale-yellow Layia Weodland, Grassland C2/-1B 3-3-3 Low

Lepechinia fragrans Fragrant Pitcher Sage Chaparral -4 1-2-3 Maoderate

Lessingia tenuis Spring Lessingia Lower Coniferous Forest -4 1-1-3 Unlikely

Lititm humboldtit ssp. Ocellated Humboldt Lily | Chaparral, Woodland C2/-/4 1-2-3 | Moderate

ocellatum

Lupinus elatus Silky Lupine Caoniferous Forest -f-f4 1-1-3 Unlikely

Mucronea californica California Spineflower Floodplain Washes -f-f4 1-2-3 Unlikely

Oreuttia californica California Orcuft Grass Vernal Pool E/E/B 3-3-2 Unlikely

Oxytheca carophyiloides Chickweed Oxytheca Lower Coniferous Forest -f-141-1-3 Unlikety

Oxytheco parishii var. Abrams Oxytheca Chaparral -/-13 2-2-3 Low

abramsii

Perideridia pringlei Adobe Yampah Coastal Sage Scrub, Chaparral Cic//4 1-1-3 Low

Phacelia exilis Transverse Range Coniferous Forests -4 1-1-3 Unlikely
Phacclia

Polygala cornuta var. Fish Milkwort Riparian Forcst ~-f-f4 1-1-2 Possible

Sfishiae

Quercus dumosa Nuttall Scrub Oak Chaparral C2/-/1B 2-3-2 Possible

Sagitiaria sanfordii Sanford Arrowhead Marshes, Swamps C2/41B 2-2-3 Unlikely

Senecio aphanactis Rayless Ragwort Coastal Sagc Scrub -2 3-2-1 Moderate

Sidalcea neomexicana Salt Spring Coastal Sage Scrub, Chaparral nf=f2 2-2-1 Low
Checkerbleom

Suwaedu taxifolia Waolly Seablite Coastal Bluff Scrub, Marshes, -f-f4 1-2-1 Unlikely

Swamps
Thermopsis californica Silvery False Lupine Coniferous Forest, Juniper- -f-f4 1-1-3 Unlikely

var. argeniata

Pinyon Woodland

11




4.3 Potential Special-status Wildlife

The special-status wildlife known or found in the study region, or in habitats similar to
those found in the project area, are listed in Table 4.

Table 4. Occurrence of potential special-status wildlife,

fic Nam

AMPHIBIANS

pallescens

structures

Taricha torosa torosa Coast ranpe newt Vernal pools, Riparian woodlands CSC Low
Scaphiopus hammondi Western spadefoot toad Grassland with vernal pools CsC Low
Bufo microscapus Southwestern arroyo toad | Washes, streams, sandy streambanks FE Low
californica

REPTILES

Phrynosoma coronatum Coast horned lizard Coastal Sage Scrub with friable soils CSsC Low
Cremiodophorus tigris Coastal western whiptail | Coastal Sage Serub CSC Low to
multiscutatus Moderate
Aniella puichra pulchra California legless lizard Live Oalk Woodland CSC Low
Clemmys marmorata ssp. Southwestern pond turtle | Aquatic CS8C Low
pellida

Salvadora hexalepis Coastal patch-nosed Open, rocky outcrops CsC Low
virgultea snake

Thamnophis hammondi Two-striped garter snake | Coastal lowlands CSC Low
BIRDS

Aceipiter cooperii Cooper’s hawk Oak Woodland, Riparian CSC (nesting) Moderate
Accipiter striatus Sharp-shinned hawk Oak Woodland, Riparian CSC (nesting) Low
Flanus lencurys White-tailed kite Oak Woodland, grasslands,wetlands Crp Low
Circus cyanus Northern harrier Grasslands, Lowlands CSC (nesting) Low
Vireo beflf pusitius I.east Bell’s vireo Riparian Foresls CE, FE Low
Campylorfiynchus Coastal cactus wren Cacius scrub CSC Low
branneicapiflus

Dendroica pelechia Yellow warbler Riparian Forests F5C, C58C Low
brewsteri

Polioptila californica California gnatcatcher Coastal Sage Scrub FT, CSC Low
Lanius [ lndovicianus Loggerhead shrike Grasslands, Shrubland CsC Low
Aimophilia rificeps Ashy rufous-crowned Brush mixed with Grasslands on CSC Low
canescens sparrow steep slopes

MAMMALS

Antrozous pallidus Pallid bat Caves, crevices, structures CsC Low
Plecotus tovwnsendii Pale big-eared bat Caves, crevices, man-mmade CsC Low




G L ¢ Status - | Occiirrence -
- Seienti . Common Name: .- Habitat Frefore; _ Fed/State/CNFS | Likelihood.
Eumaops perolis California mastifl bat Rock crevices C3C Low
californicus
Neotomu lepida San Diego desert Cactus patches in Coastal Sage CsC High
intermedia woodrat Scrub and Chapparal
Taxidea taxus American badger Grasgslands, scrub habitats CSC Moderate
CE = California Endangered FE = Federal Endangered
CFP = Cal. Fully Protected CSC = Cal. Species of Concern

FT = Federal Threatened

No state or federally listed rare, threatened, or endangered wildlife species are known to
occur or substantially utilize the habitats available in the project area.

The California gnatcatcher is a federally threatened species that may occur near the
project area. One historical record (early 1900s) exists for this species in the South
Mountain area near Santa Paula, which is more than 30-40 miles outside the project area.
The nearest contemporary occurrence record of the Califorma gnatcatcher was formerly
thought to be on the Palos Verdes Peninsula in southermwestern Los Angeles County.
However, one breeding pair was found recently in coastal sage scrub near the city of
Moorpark, more than 30 miles away from this project’s study area. Therefore, the project
area remains outside the current known distribution for this species. Additionally, there
is no coastal sage scrub habitat present in much of the project area which is not optimal
for this species, which typically prefers relatively dense sagebrush that is mixed with
prickly pear cactus.

At present, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service does not require intensive surveys for the
species, using standardized protocols, north of the Santa Clara River (R. Farris, U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service Biologist, Ventura Field Office, pers. comm.) Therefore, this
project is exempt from the existing federal requirements to conduct intensive surveys to
determine the presence/absence of this listed species. No suitable habitat for this species
pceurs along the project route.

The Least Bell’s vireo is listed as both a federal and a state endangered species, and the
project area is within the species’ breeding range. However, least Bell’s vireos require
relatively extensive and contiguous riparian forests with adjacent upland foraging areas
for breeding. No towers are located directly in riparian habitat, although a few are
adjacent, and no impacts to this species are expected from any tower modifications.

A mumber of raptor species known to utilize the habilats present in the project area are
considered sensitive due to declining populations and habital loss. Cooper’s hawks are
relatively common in the area and nest at locations within the project region. However,
none were seen in the project area, nor were any nests observed immediately adjacent to
the towers. No suitable habitat for this species occurs along the project route.,

Sharp-shinned hawks and northern harriers are likely winter visitors to parts of the

project area. The latter is a rare breeding species. White-tailed kites also breed in the
region, generally in woodlands, near their grassland and wetland foraging areas. There is
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very limited suitable habitat for this species in the project area, and no impacts are
expected in relation to the proposed project,

The coastal cactus wren is relatively common in the region where cactus scrub is
available in large patchies. No individuals or suitable habitat were observed in the project
area. Yellow warblers have been recorded in the project area. However, this species
requires extensive riparian forests for breeding, which would not be impacted by any
proposed tower modifications.

Loggerhead shrikes frequent open habitats with sparse shrubs. Extensive losses of
grasslands and breeding habitat have resulted in widespread population declines. The
species has previously been suggested to forage in Sexton Canyon within the project area,
and two individuals were recorded about 10-20 miles away from the project area during
field surveys. Pre-construction and construction monitoring would determine if a nest
site were present at a tower scheduled for rebuild. No significant impacts to this species
are expected.

Ashy rufous-crowned sparrows prefer to nest on relatively steep slopes with sparse brush
and intermixed with grassy areas. Coastal sage scrub is generally considered suitable
breeding habitat. The western end of the project area contains some rocky open areas
that are potential habitat for this species. While it is possible that this species occurs in
the project area, no impacts would be expected.

Three bat species listed as sensitive may occur in the project vicinity. No significant
impacts due to tower replacements are expected to any of the sensitive bat species that
occur in the region.

The San Diego desert woodrat inhabits cactus patches and rocky areas in coastal sage
scrub and open chaparral. No individuals of the species were observed during the survey.
We made no effort (live trapping) to confirm which woodrat species was present.

American badgers arc classified as a California Special Animal, preferring grasslands and
open habitats, and feeding mostly on ground squirrels and pocket gophers. Badgers may
be found in or near tower locations, but that this species 1s not expected to be impacted by
the proposed project modifications.

Coast range newts occur in the project area in or near streams in hardwood forests as well
as in coastal sage scrub, chaparral, and grassland habitats. This species would not be
impacted since power lines in the project area span all wetland habitats.

The western spadefoot toad occupies grassland areas where shallow, temporary pools
form after winter rains. It burrows into loose soil or uses extsting rodent dens or other
underground access. No tower sites were found within vernal pool habitat, and no
impacts to this species would be expected from tower modifications. The southwestern
arroyo toad is found near washes, streams, and along sandy banks with willows,
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cottonwoods, or sycamores. Tower lines span areas with habitat for this species, and no
impacts are expected.

The coast horned lizard occupies grassland, brushland, woodland, and open coniferous
forest in the region. The species’ occurrence in the project area is considered limited.
We observed few harvester ant colonies, which are prey for the species, and a general
absence of friable soils. Therefore, it is possible this species may be found in the project
area. No impacts from tower modifications are expected.

Coastal western whiptail lizards occur near the project area (e.g., Steckel Park), and may
be found in the project area within the more open and drier portions of coastal sage scrub.
No impacts of proposed modifications on this species are expected.

California legless lizards occur in the duff under oak groves. Since none of the
transmission towers occur within oak groves, no impacts to this species are expected.

The southwestern pond turtle is a highly aquatic species and the two-striped garter snake
is a semi-aquatic species. The transmission towers in the project area span wetland and
riparian areas. Therefore no impacts to these species are expected.

The coastal patch-nosed snake prefers rocky areas, near grassland, chaparral, sagebrush,
and desert scrub. The western end of the project area contains potential habitat for this
specics, but no impacts are expected from activities associaled with transmission tower
rebuilding.

5.0 DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Of the 85 towers, only 8 towers contained natural vegetation of one or more plant
communities. Seventy-nine towers lacked natural vegetation (of which most contained
agricultural crops). Most of the poles/ towers along this transmission line are in
developed (non-natural) areas. Developed land includes residential buildings,
commercial buildings (church, community center, nurseries, and agricultural land
(avocado, cifrus and exotic fruit orchards and row-crops. These poles are predominantly
in the immediate highway right-of-way where no or very few natural/native species are
growing.

5.1 Wildlife Considerations

The Santa Clara-Getty 66kV Power Line Project is not expected to affect any sensitive
wildlife species that may occur in the general region of the proposed project. There are
no scientific occurrence records in or near the project area to indicate the presence of
California gnatcatchers, a federally threatened species. Potential impacts to other
scnsitive wildlife species are avoided because the transmission towers avoid wetlands and
riparian areas. This assumes that the construction will not require impacts of losses of
these habitat types due to the building of new access roads, storage or staging areas, or
other project activities that might disturb sensitive habitats.
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Wherever possible, the construction effort will be contained to existing transmission
tower pads, access roads, and other previously disturbed areas to minimize additional
impacts to natural resources and sensitive species habitat. Based on our surveys, it
appeared that new access roads would be needed only rarely, with some construction
possibly involving removal/replacement using helicopters due to the rugged terrain or to
minimize vegetation losses.

5.2 Sensitive Plant Considerations

The proposed project may affect one sensitive (special-status) plant species, Southern

California Black Walnut (Juglans californica var. californica), which exists within the
project area. SCE should avoid removing or damaging these trees to the fullest extent
possible during construction.
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APPENDIX B. SENSITIVE PLANT DESCRIPTIONS

Southern California Black Walnut (Juglans californica ssp. californica)
“STATUS: o e
Federal . - | State/ NDDB -+ " - | OUNPS (Skinner and Pavlik 1994): .
None None / (G3, 53.2 List 4: Plants of Limited Distribution
R-E-D Code: 1-2-3

Southern California Black Walnut (Juglans californica S. Watson ssp. californica) is a
small, broad-leaved, monoecious, winter-deciduous tree (15 meters tall) with one to five
trunks. It has pinnately divided leaves with 11-19 lanceolate to ovate toothed leaflets (2-
8 cm long). The wind pollinated, greenish flowers, blooming between March and May,
have 4-lobed sepals arranged in pendulous clusters before the leaves emerge. This
species produces spheric, leathery-husked, strong-smelling fruit (walnuts) 2-3 centimeters
in diameter. J. californica ssp. c. is listed in the NIWP (Reed 1988) with an FAC
wetland indicator status (facultative species that is equally likely to occur in wetlands and
non-wetlands), and is a member of the walnut family (Juglandaceae). (Hickman 1993.)

Juglans californica var. ¢. is uncommon, but can be found on slopes and canyons at
elevations between 50 and 900 meters, and it is often associated with riparian habitats
(Hickman 1993). It ranges from the Santa Lucia Mountains (where they were cultivated),
Santa Barbara County, and along the coastal portions of the Transverse Ranges, south to
the northern Peninsular Ranges in northern San Diego County. Some reported
occurrences of Southern California Black Walnut are along Santa Paula Creek at Sisar
Creek and along the Lower Piru Creek. It is also known from the Santa Monica
Mountains at Little Sycamore Canyon, and elsewhere in Ventura County (Magney and
Burgess 1996). Southern California Black Walnut Forest (Holland 1986) is a much-
fragmented, declining natural community, and it is threatened by urbanization and
grazing, which inhibit natural reproduction. (Skinner and Pavlik 1994.)

This species grows on variable slope faces within the survey area, which are inhabited
predominantly by Woodland and Coastal Sage Scrub types. Dominant species of
woodlands (Coast Live Oak Woodland, Coast Live Oak-Southern California Black
Walnut Woodland, and California Sycamore-Southern California Black Walnut
‘Woodland), in which J. californica grows, include: Ceanothus (Ceanothus spp.), Toyon,
Califernia Sycamore, Coast Live Oak, Lemonadeberry, and Blue Elderberry. Dominant
species contributing to the walnut tree understory include typical Coastal Sage Scrub
(Mixed Sage Scrub) and chaparral species, such as California Sagebrush, Coyote Brush,
Birchleaf Mountain Mahogany, California Buckwheat, Lemonadeberry, sages, and Poison
Oak.
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APPENDIX C, PART 1. NATURAL DIVERSITY DATA BASE ELEMENT
RANKING SYSTEM.

:Global Rankmg (G) LTl :

Gl <6 viable elements occurrences (populations for species), OR < 1,060 individuals, OR < 809.4 hectures {(ha) (2,000
acres [ac}).

G2 6 to 20 element cceurrences OR 809.4 to 4,047 ha (2,000 to 10,000 ac).

G3 21 to 100 element occurrences OR 3,000 to 10,000 individuals OR 4,047 to 20,235 ha (10,000 to 50,000 ac).

G4 Apparently secure; this rank is clearly lower than G3, but factors exist {o cause some concern (i.e. there is some threat
or semewhat narrow habitat).

G5 Population or stand demonstrably secure to ineradicable due to being commonly found in the world.

GH All sites are historic; the element has not been seen for at teast 20 years, but suitable habitat still exists.

GX All sites are extirpated; this element is extinet in the wild.

GX¢ Extinct in the wild; exists in cultivation.

G1Q The element is very rare, but there is a taxonomic question associated with it.

Subspecies Level: :

Subspecies receive a T-rank attached to the G-rank. Wlth the subspecies, the G-rank reflects the condition ofthc entlre species, whereas the T-
rank reflects the global situation of just the subspecies or variety..

* For example: Chorizanthe robugta var. hartwegii is ranked G2T1. The G-rank refers to the whule species range (Chorizanthe robusta), whereas
the T-rank refers only to ihe global condition of the variety (var. hartwegii).

Sl Less than 6 clement occurrences OR [ess than 1,000 individuals OR less than 809.4 ha (2,000 ac).
S1.1 = very threatcned

S1.2 = threatened

51.3 = no current threats known

S22 6 to 20 element occurrences OR 3,000 individuals OR 809.4 10 4,047 ha (2,000 to 10,000 ac).
52.1 = very threatened

52.2 = threatened

52.3 = no current threats known..

S3 21 to 100 efement occurrences OR 3,000 to 10,000 individuals OR 4,047 to 20,235 ha (10,000 to 50,000 ac).
83.1 = very threatened

53.2 = thrcatened

53.3 = no current threats known

S4 Apparently secure within California; this rank is clcarly lower than S3 but [actors exisl 10 cause some concemn (i.e.,
there is some threat, or somewhat narrow habitat). NO THREAT RANK.

S5 Demenstrably secure to ineradicable in California. NO THREAT RANK.

SH All California sites are historical; (he element has not been seen [or at least 20 years, but suitable habitat still exisis.

SX All California sites are extirpated; this element is extinct in the wild.

Nofes- S

1. Other considerations used when ranking a species or natural community include the pattern of distribution of the element on the landscape,
[ragmentation of the population/stands, and historical extent as compared Lo its modern range. 1t is important to take an acrial view when ranking
sensitive elements rather than simply counting clement pecurrences.

2. Uncertainty about the rank of an element is expressed in bwo major ways: by expressing the rank as a range of values {e.g. 5283 means the
rank is somewhere between S2 and $3), and by adding a 7 to the rank {e.g. $27). This represents morg gortainty than S283, but tess than S2.
{Natural Diversity Data Base 1997.)
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APPENDIX C, PART 2. CALIFORNIA NATIVE PLANT SOCIETY R-E-D

CODEL

- Rarty R) =7

Rare, but found in sufficient numbers and distributed widely enough that the potential for extinction is

low at this time
2 Distributed in a limited number of occurrences, occasionally more if each occurrence is small
3 Distributed in one to several highly restricted occurrences, or present in such small numbers that it is

seldom reported

I Not endangered
2 Endangered in a portion of its range
3

Endangered throughout its range

More or less widespread outside California

i
2 Rare outside California
3 Endemic to California

Source: Skinner and Pavlik 1994,

APPENDIX D. SUMMAY OF VEGETATION TYPES AND SPECIAL-STATUS
SPECIES FOR EACH TOWER.

1 8-6 SMS 0

2 9-1 0

3 D? CL Jee
4 E? CL WBW Jee
5 3? O

6 47 O

7 57 O

8 67 O

9 7? O

10 87 0]

11 97 O

12 107 GR O,R

13 117 GR R

14 127 GR R

15 137 GR O, R
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"p

elop | Plants®::[A
17 4141437 SPO
18 4141436 |GR
19 3/SR1927 WCS
20 4141435 RC
2] 2115769 RC
2 2115838 RC
23 2115768 RC
24 106202 RC
25 106201 O.R -
26 106199 0
27 106197 R
28 106195 CN
29 106194 CN
30 106193 R
31 127491 0
32 16/SR1927 O.R
33 2303868 O.R
34 106187 O.R
35 2116387 O.R
36 2116387 O,R
3 192098 O,R
38 192087 O,R
39 1920986 WAW R
40 1920984 WLO
41 25/SR1927 5
Iy 1920989 o
43 1723097 WCS
44 2295420 CN
45 1723095 N
46 1665177 CN
47 4170613 )
18 4170616 O
49 2115767 o
50 106165 R
51 106164 O
52 106163 8
53 106162 9
54 106160 )
55 106159 0
56 106157 %)
57 1871704 0
58 106155 o
59 106154 0O
60 106152 0. CN
61 1524182 0. CN
62 1324181 C
63 106149 CN
61 4305748 N
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S@-ET
65 106146
66 1061--7 CN
67 2303869 CN
68 52/SR1927 0, CN
69 1238737 0, CN
70 54/SR1927 O, RC
71 123874 O, RC, CN
72 56/SR192? CN
73 4170614 RC, CN
74 4305747 ' RC, CN
75 4305746 RC, CN
76 4305745 CN
77 1238745 CN
78 62/SR192? R, CN
79 1238747 R, CN
80 64/SR192? R, CN
81 1238749 R, CN
82 66/SR192? R, CN
83 106125 R, CN
84 1520853 R, CN
85 106123 CN

E_See Tablel for key to these vegetation and developed land codes.
" Survey Tower Numbers are the codes assigned to each tower site, after the field work was completed, for
line designation, tower sequencing, tower number duplication elimination, and vegetation inventory,
" SCE Tower Numbers are either the original numbers/codes as encountered in the field, or, they are
temporary codes (with a "?") assigned to towers with missing numbers for initial tower identification.
iv .

Key to Special-staius Plants:

Bpp = Baccharis plummerae ssp. plummerae (Plummer Baccharis)

Ce = Calochortus catalinae (Catalina Mariposa Lily)

Jee = Juglans ealifornica var. californica {Southern California Black Walnut)
Pef = Polygala cornuta var. fishiae (Fish Milkvetch)

Od = Quercus dumosa (Nuttall Scrub Oak)

¥ Key to Special Status Wildlife:

GN= Polioptila californica (California gnatcatcher)


















County of Santa Barbara
Planning and Development

John Baker, Director

Dianne Black, Director Development Services

John McInnes, Director Long Range Planning

December 18, 2008 Via Certified Mail

Ms. Xinling Ouyang-
Southern California Edison
2244 Walnut Grove Ave.
Rosemead, CA 91770

RE:  Determinaion of Apphcatior: Completeness
Case Mo, G3CDH-000005-00025, APN 0G4-304-010 &7
Sants Claip-Getiy 66 kY Segment 4 Transmission fines & Poles Replacenint

Dear Ms. Ouyang:

Thank you for the December Z, 2048 re-submittal for Southern Califormia Edison’s {SCE) Santa
Clara-Getty 60kV Segment 4 Transmission Line Rebuild project. We have reviewad your
application and found it & be complete. We will immediately begin review of vour projest (o
determine whether it is subiject to environmental review under the California Environmental Guality
Act (CEQA) and the Santa Barbara County Guidelines for Implementation of CEQA. We will also
begin an evaluation of the proposed project’s consistency with applicable State and County
regulaiions and conduct a more detatled analysis of its environmental impacts as necessary.
Depending on the type of environmental document to be prepared, review of the proposed project
should be completed within six months of today's date.

QOur review is based on the following project deseription:

Southern California Edison proposes to replace an existing segment of a 66,000 volt (66
kilovolt (kV)) power transmission line - a portion of the line known as the Santa Clara-Getty
00 KV Segmeni 4 Transmission Line. Within Santa Barbora County, the praject would entail
the replacement of approximately 5.72 miles of line and 49 towers and poles; however, only
that portion within the Coastal Zone is subject to County permiis, Within the Coastal Zone,
the project proposes to replace 1.95 miles of existing 2/0 copper, 4/0 copper and 653.9 ACSR
conductor (also known as transmission line) with larger diameter 954 ACSR conductor. In
the Coastal Zone, the project would replace 14 existing steel lattice towers with 13 steel
tubular poles (see Table 1 and overall site plan for details). Two wood poles would be
removed. The Santa Clara-Getty 66 kV Segment 4 Transmission Line provides backup
electrical capacity to the South Coast Santa Barbara County area in the event of catastrophic
failure of the 220,000 volt (220 kV) system that provides the normal power supply to the

South Coast.

............................................................................... B e e e e e et e aaean
Development Review Long Range Planning Building & Safety Development Review

Building & Safety 30 E. Figueroa St, 2™ Floor 185 West Hwy 246, Ste 101 Building & Safety
Energy, Administration Santa Barbara, CA 93101 Buellton, CA 93427 Agricultural Planning
123 E. Anapamu Street Phone: {(805) 568-3380 Phone: (805) 686-5020 624 W. Foster Road
Santa Barbara, CA 93101 FAX: (805) 568-2076 FAX: (805) 686-5028 Santa Maria, CA 93455

Phone: (805) 568-2000 Phone: (805} 934-6250

FAX: (B05) 568-2030 FAX: (805) 934-6258
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Table 1 — Tower Replacement Details (Refer to site plan for location)

Existing Proposed
Existing | Structure | Proposed | Structure | Notes/Grading
Structure | Heighi Constructio | Structure | Height Rd.=Re-establish road

Number

Number ‘n Number

(| 4452027 Fdn, =22 cu, yd.
. Rd. =400 cu. yd.
12 18-3 80 104 4452928 130 Fdn. =314 cu, yd.
' Rd. =120 cu. yd.
3 18-4 . .| 8¢ | 105 4452929 120 Fdn. =54 cu. yd.
A R This tower will be
o4 18-5:- - . |['80 105a e eliminated
, | Rd. =280 cu. vd.
5 19-1 80 106 4452930 135 Fdn, = 27.8 cu. yd.
: Rd. =1,700 cu. yd.
6 19-2 80 107 4452931 135 Fdn. =314 cu. yd.
7 19-3 80 108 4452932 90 Fdn. = 32.8 cu. yd.
8 19-4 80 109 4452933 90 Fdn. = 15 cu. yd.
Two wood poles to be
Wood eliminated east of and
9 Poles 57 10%a adjacent to this location
10 19-5 55 110 4452934 920 Fdn. = 38.5 cu. yd

11 0-7() | 70 13 4423650 | 85 Fdn. = 18.8 cu, yd.

12 0-6 90 134 4423651 110 Fdn. = 25.8 cu. yd.
13 0-5 85 135 4423652 110 Fdn. =25.2 cu. yd.
14 04 80 136 4423653 100 Fdn, = 15.7 cu. yd.
15 0-3 60 137 4423654 75 Fdn. =36.3 cu. yd.

Approximately 1.9 acres of native vegetation clearance (primarily chaparral with some oak
woodland) and 0.25 acres of avocado orchard removal would occur to re-establish spur road
access to four of the existing towers and to clear each area for removal of the existing towers
and installation of the new poles. The project is located in two portions of the Coastal Zone
of the Carpinteria Valley. Section 1 (Items 1-10) is located near the northeast boundary of
the Coastal Zone of the Carpinteria Valley, northeast of Gobernador Canyon Road. Section
3 (Items 11-15) is located north of Foothill Road and adjacent to Carpinteria High School.
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The project is locate on property identified by APN 004-004-028 (adjacent to the high school
and owned by Southern California Edison), and on the following parcels within Edison’s .
easements, identifies as: APNs 155-200-056, 155-200-026, 055-200-032, 155-200-051, 155-200-
043, 155-200-070, 155-200-980, 155-200 022, 001-050-003, 001-050-011, 155-200 067, and 155-
180- 063

The propos:il would require approximately 2,500 cubic yards of grading for the four spur
roads, to be balanced within each gradmg area, and approximately 374.7 cubic yards of |
grading to excavate the foundations for the new poles. Within the agricultural and . ,
undeveloped areas (Section 1), excess cut for the foundations will be spread-across the lands
immediately adjacent to each new pole. Within the urban area near the Carpmtena
substation (Sectlon 3) excess cut will be experted.

Please review this description carefully. If you believe the project description is incorrect or does
not include components that you intend to include as part of the project, please contact us
immediately. Further review of the project will be limited to this project description uriless you
provide us with corrections within five (5) days of receipt of this letter (during the week of January
5, 2009 is acceptable given the County furlough during the holidays). We reserve the right to
request additional information to clarify any changes or additions that are made to the project
description in response to this letter, as our completeness determination is based upon the material
provided with your application.

Please provide one set of reduced copies (8.5 x 11) of the current plans to assist in project review.
Preject Cost and Processing Time Estimate

Based upon our additional review, we have revised our estimate for processing of your project.
Due to the additional time necessary to review the application for completeness, including peer
review and site visit by P&D’s staff biologist, we now estimate that the project will require
approximately 144 planner hours. There are also fees for hearings and noticing for a total estimate
of $21,000, including time spent to date. Please refer to the enclosed Project Cost Estimate
Worksheet for additional detail on this estimate. If unforeseen circumstances arise and we feel the
cost estimate may be exceeded, we will inform you. Any security deposit balance remaining at
completion of case processing will be refunded.

Based on the required process steps for this project outlined in the attached cost estimate, we expect
to schedule the project for hearing before the Zoning Administrator on or about June 15, 2009.
This tentative hearing date depends upon the course of case processing. Any delays in
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environmental review or required plan revisions may cause the tentative hearing date to shift, If we

determine that the length of processing or hearing date will change, we will advise you accordingly.

Adyisory Information

The advisory statements from P&D’s August 13 and October 30, 2008 letters remain relevant and.

1 -
. proeess for the Coastal Development Permit. - As noted in a phone call with Geetha Shan,.- -
. following our November 5, 2008 site visit Grading Inspector Tony Bohnett consulted-with

: please be advised of the fo]lowmg

Please be advised that a grachng permit will be required after complettou of the permitting -

his supervisor and confirmed that a grading permit will be required. The gradmg permit
process may begin once we the CDP has been approved and issued.

Please be advised that the proposed spur access road to Pole 19-1 passes through an area of
oak woodland, some of it recovering from past disturbance. Please consider some
alternative locations for this access in order to disturb or remove fewer oak trees. On the
site visit, P&D staff noted that a more southerly point of access would result in the removal
of fewer oaks. Please consider this alternative particularly if it can be accommodated within
existing SCE easements. Also, Melissa commented about they should avoid oaks and
scrub oaks — she didn’t note any other sensitive plants. Are we going to need an arborist
report? Should we have someone check the chaparral for scrub oak?

Please be advised that for the purposes of compliance with the California Environmental
Quality Act, P&D may request additional information if required to adequate conduct the
analysis. In particular, staff’s peer review of the submitted biological resources report will
be conducted to determine if it provides adequate information to allow staff to proceed with
analysis of potential impacts to biological resources. If additional information is required,
staff will inform you once the peer review is completed and within 30 days of finding the
application complete.

Please be advised that P&D’s staff biologist has recommended that the project should avoid
Coast Live Oak trees and within the chaparral, scrub oaks in particular. Additional site
visits may be necessary during environmental review to determine whether there would any
potentially significant impacts to these species.
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If you have questions regarding this letter or any changes requested, please contact me. Also,
please be aware that substantial revisions to submitted information may affect the estimate of time,
cost and level of review for your project.

If you have any questions regarding this letter, please call me at (805) 568-3518.

Sincerely, . /

/T EL. F 3, Planner IIT
o evelopn{ nt Review South Division

encl.: Revised Project Cost Estimate

cc: Case File 08CDH-00000-00026 (to planner with enclosure)
June Pujo, Supervising Planner, P&D (with enclosure)
Accounting, P&D (with enclosure)

{without enclosure)

Ms. Geetha Shan, Southern California Edison, 2244 Walnut Grove Ave. Rosemead, CA 91770
Ms. Wendy Miller, Southern California Edison, 2244 Walnut Grove Ave. Rosemead, CA 91770
Mr. Roger Schultz, Southerm California Edison, 2131 Walnut Grove Ave. Rosemead, CA 91770
Records Management, P&D

Melissa Mooney, Planner III/Biologist, P&D

Tony Bohnett, Building & Safety, P&D

Martin Johnson, County Fire

Ed Foster, Carpinteria-Summerland Fire Protection District

Claude Garciacelay, Park Department

Stephame Stark, Agricultural Planning

Revised 05/29/03
GAGROUMPERMITTINGMCASE FILES\CDHY8_CASESVO8CDH-00000-00026 SCEVCOMPLETE 12-19-2008.D0C



PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
PROJECT COST ESTIMATE WORKSHEET

Case Name: Sce Lines/Poles Replacement

Case No.(s): 08CDH-00000-00026

/7

Prepared by & Date: Julie Harris, 12/18/2008

Supervisor Approval & Date:

V)
PLANNER LABOR CHARGES 1 v
Project Review Task Estimated P&D Staff Hours Total Rate Cost
Dev Rev Sp]:ﬁ:)list Pl(;z:]l]iﬂg Colx::;{x.']al:xce Hours $/hr

1. Application Completeness 18 12 0 0 60 134.54 | $8,072.40
Review

2. Committee Meeting Attendance 3 0 0 o 3 134.54 | $403.62
(e.g,SDRC, BAR, Ag Pres., etc.)

3. Prepare Exemption 0 0 0 0 0 13454 | $ 0.00

4.  Prepare/Finalize Initial Study 40 10 0 1 5i 13454 | $6,861.54

5.  Prepare/Release Draft ND/ND 0 o 0 0 0 13454 | § 0.00
Addendum

6. Finalize ND or ND Addendum/ | 0 0 0 0 13454 | § 0.00

7. Prepare EIR Scope of Work, R;iP/ 0 0 0 0 0 13454 | § 0.00
and coniracts T

8. Prepare Draft EIR, Supplement or 7 0 0 0 0 0 13454 1§ 000
Addendum’

9. Prepare Final EIR, Supplcmcnf):r 0 0 0 0 0 13454 | $ 000
Addendum

10. Prepare ZA or PC Staff Report 20 0 0 0 20 134.54 | $2,690.80

11, Prepare Board Staff Repori 0 0 I 0 0 13454 [ § 0.00

12. Attend ZA or PC Hearing 2 0 0 0 2 134,54 | $269.08

13, Attend Board Hearing 0 0 0 0 0 13454 [ § 0.00

14. Post Decision Case Closure 8 0 0 0 8 134,54 $1,076.32

15, Other: - 0 0 0 0 0 134.54 $ 0.00

Subtotal Planner Labor | 121 22 g 1 144 $19,373.76

Note to Applicant: The breakdown above is for estimation purposes based on the most complex CEQA review required. P&D will not adjust the
calculation estimates based on overestimation of time for a single task. Your bills will reflect actual work completed. Your planner will advise you
if unforeseen circumsianees arise which may require additional costs.

NON-SALARY COSTS

Activity Fee Number Cost
16. Board of Architectural Review (Discretionary Case) $720 1 $.720.00
17. Board of Architectural Review — Summerland, Toro Canyon 5934 ¢ £ 0.00
18. Board of Archilectural Review — Montecito $1006 0 $ 0.00
19. Environmental Review Hearing $469 0 $ 0.00
20. P&D Director Decision $234 0 $ 0.00
21. Consent Agenda (Zoning Admin. or Planning Comm.) $234 0 $ 0.00
22. Zoning Administrator Hearing (not consent) $313 i $313.00
23. Montecito Planning Commission Hearing $313 0 $ 000
24. Planning Commission Hearing (Regular, not consent) $1042 0 $ 0.00
25. CEQA Document Noticing $234 1 £234.00
26. Continuance (Applicant Requested) 5156 i) $ 0.00
27. No Hearing — Case Closnre Fee $57 0 3 0.00
Other Non-Salary Charges (These costs may not be known at the time the estimate is initially prepared)
28. Planning Commission Hearing (Special) Actual Cost $0.00
29. Other County Depariment Charges {APCD, EHS, Public Works *) Actual Cost $0.00
30. Special Studies/Consultant Reports (Bio, Arc, Geo, Noise, Ag) Actual Cost $0.00
31. EIR Consultant Costs Actual Cost $0.00
32. In-house EIR Prinling Actual Cost $0.00
33. Hearing Stenographer Aciual Cost $0.00
34. Newspaper Display Advertisement Actual Cost $0.00
35. Other: Actual Cost $0.00
Subtotal Non-Salary Cost | §1,267.00
Subtotal Subtotal Total Estimated Cost
Planner Labor Cost Non-Salary Cost (Round to next $1,000)
$19,373.76 3$1,267.00 $20,640.76
(321,000.00)

! For in-house EIR preparation. 10 work not done by P&D this will reflect cost of managing the EIR consultant.

2 ¢c: Linda Bishop, Accounting.
G:Agroup\P&D\Protos\Dev ReviFormstProject Cost Estimate.doc
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PhaseNum PhaseName PhaseType PhaseStartDate PhaseEndDate NumDaysWeek NumbDays PhaseDescription
1 Survey Site Preparation 2014/01/01 2014/01/23 5 17 Phase 01
2 Material Staging Yards Site Preparation 2014/01/24 2015/08/17 5 407 Phase 02
3 Tree Trimming Site Preparation 2014/01/24 2014/02/12 5 14 Phase 03
4 R/W Clearing Grading 2014/02/13 2014/03/12 5 20 Phase 04
5 Roads and Landing Work Grading 2014/03/13 2014/05/20 5 49 Phase 05
6 Guard Structure Installation  Building Construction 2014/03/13 2014/03/28 5 12 Phase 06
7 Remove Existing Conductor  Trenching 2014/05/01 2014/06/13 5 32 Phase 07
8 Install TSP foundation Building Construction 2014/05/07 2015/01/09 5 178 Phase 11
9 TSP Haul Site Preparation 2014/05/10 2014/07/11 5 45 Phase 12

10 Install Conductor Site Preparation 2014/05/12 2014/07/10 5 44 Phase 18
11 TSP Assembly Site Preparation 2014/05/14 2014/09/15 5 89 Phase 13
12 TSP Erection Site Preparation 2014/05/17 2014/09/18 5 89 Phase 14
13 LST Removal Site Preparation 2014/06/14 2015/05/01 5 230 Phase 08
14 LST Foundation Removal Demolition 2014/06/21 2014/10/22 5 88 Phase 09
15 Wood Pole Removal Site Preparation 2014/06/27 2014/07/02 5 4 Phase 10
16 LWS Pole Haul Site Preparation 2015/05/21 2015/05/26 5 4 Phase 15
17 LWS Pole Assembly Site Preparation 2015/05/27 2015/06/01 5 4 Phase 16
18 Instal LWS Pole Site Preparation 2015/06/02 2015/06/05 5 4 Phase 17
19 Install PRGW&FRC Site Preparation 2015/06/06 2015/07/06 5 21 Phase 19
20 Guard Structure Removal Demolition 2015/07/07 2015/07/17 5 9 Phase 20
21 Duct Bank Installation Site Preparation 2015/07/18 2015/07/22 5 3 Phase 21
22 UG Cable Installation Site Preparation 2015/07/23 2015/07/23 5 1 Phase 22
23 Restoration Site Preparation 2015/07/24 2015/08/17 5 17 Phase 23



tblOffRoadEquipment

OffRoad
Equipment
Unit Usage Horse Load
PhaseName OffRoadEquipmentType Amount Hours Power  Factor
Material Staging Yards Cranes 1 2 350 0.43
Material Staging Yards Forklifts 1 6 125 0.3
Material Staging Yards Off-Highway Trucks 1 4 300 0.57
Material Staging Yards Off-Highway Trucks 1 8 300 0.57
Material Staging Yards Off-Highway Trucks 1 2 400 0.57
Tree Trimming Off-Highway Trucks 1 8 380 0.57
Tree Trimming Off-Highway Trucks 1 8 300 0.57
Tree Trimming Other General Industrial Equipment 1 4 50 0.62
R/W Clearing Graders 1 6 250 0.61
R/W Clearing Off-Highway Trucks 1 4 450 0.57
R/W Clearing Off-Highway Trucks 1 8 300 0.57
R/W Clearing Off-Highway Trucks 1 8 300 0.57
R/W Clearing Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1 6 125 0.55
R/W Clearing Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1 6 150 0.55
Roads and Landing Work Cranes 1 2 350 0.43
Roads and Landing Work Excavators 1 4 250 0.57
Roads and Landing Work Forklifts 1 6 125 0.3
Roads and Landing Work Graders 1 6 250 0.61
Roads and Landing Work Off-Highway Trucks 1 4 450 0.57
Roads and Landing Work Off-Highway Trucks 1 2 400 0.57
Roads and Landing Work Off-Highway Trucks 2 8 300 0.57
Roads and Landing Work Other Construction Equipment 1 8 110 0.62
Roads and Landing Work Other General Industrial Equipment 1 8 50 0.51
Roads and Landing Work Plate Compactors 1 6 100 0.43
Roads and Landing Work Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1 4 125 0.55
Roads and Landing Work Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1 4 150 0.55
Guard Structure Installation  Air Compressors 1 4 60 0.48
Guard Structure Installation  Bore/Drill Rigs 1 4 210 0.75
Guard Structure Installation Cranes 1 6 350 0.43
Guard Structure Installation  Off-Highway Trucks 1 4 250 0.57
Guard Structure Installation  Off-Highway Trucks 1 8 400 0.57
Guard Structure Installation  Off-Highway Trucks 1 8 300 0.57
Remove Existing Conductor Cranes 2 8 350 0.43
Remove Existing Conductor Off-Highway Trucks 4 8 250 0.57
Remove Existing Conductor Off-Highway Trucks 1 1 350 0.57
Remove Existing Conductor Off-Highway Trucks 2 4 450 0.57
Remove Existing Conductor Off-Highway Trucks 4 4 300 0.57
Remove Existing Conductor Off-Highway Trucks 2 4 300 0.57
Remove Existing Conductor Other Construction Equipment 1 6 350 0.62
Remove Existing Conductor Other Construction Equipment 1 6 300 0.62
Install TSP foundation Bore/Drill Rigs 1 6 125 0.75
Install TSP foundation Cement and Mortar Mixers 3 2 350 0.56
Install TSP foundation Cranes 1 4 350 0.43
Install TSP foundation Off-Highway Trucks 1 4 350 0.57
Install TSP foundation Off-Highway Trucks 1 8 300 0.57
Install TSP foundation Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes 1 6 125 0.55
TSP Haul Cranes 1 6 350 0.43
TSP Haul Cranes 1 2 350 0.43
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TSP Haul

TSP Haul

TSP Haul

TSP Haul

TSP Haul

Install Conductor
Install Conductor
Install Conductor
Install Conductor
Install Conductor
Install Conductor
Install Conductor
Install Conductor
Install Conductor
Install Conductor
Install Conductor
TSP Assembly

TSP Assembly

TSP Assembly

TSP Erection

TSP Erection

TSP Erection

LST Removal

LST Removal

LST Removal

LST Removal

LST Foundation Removal
LST Foundation Removal
LST Foundation Removal
LST Foundation Removal
Wood Pole Removal
Wood Pole Removal
Wood Pole Removal
Wood Pole Removal
Wood Pole Removal
LWS Pole Haul
LWS Pole Haul
LWS Pole Assembly
LWS Pole Assembly
LWS Pole Assembly
LWS Pole Assembly
LWS Pole Assembly
LWS Pole Assembly
LWS Pole Assembly
Instal LWS Pole
Instal LWS Pole
Instal LWS Pole
Instal LWS Pole
Instal LWS Pole
Install PRGW&FRC
Install PRGW&FRC
Install PRGW&FRC
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Forklifts

Graders
Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks
Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes
Cranes
Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks

Other Construction Equipment
Other Construction Equipment

Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes
Air Compressors
Cranes
Off-Highway Trucks
Air Compressors
Cranes
Off-Highway Trucks
Air Compressors
Cranes

Cranes
Off-Highway Trucks
Air Compressors
Excavators
Off-Highway Trucks
Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes
Air Compressors
Cranes
Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks
Cranes
Off-Highway Trucks
Air Compressors
Cranes

Cranes

Forklifts

Graders
Off-Highway Trucks
Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes
Bore/Drill Rigs
Cranes

Forklifts
Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks
Cranes
Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks
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125
162
400
400
75
350
250
350
350
350
450
300
300
300
350
125
60
350
300
60
350
300
60
215
350
400
60
250
350
125
60
350
250
300
400
350
400
60
350
350
125
162
400
75
210
350
125
250
400
350
250
350

0.3
0.61
0.57
0.57
0.55
0.43
0.57
0.57
0.57
0.57
0.57
0.57
0.57
0.62
0.62
0.55
0.48
0.43
0.57
0.48
0.43
0.57
0.48
0.43
0.43
0.57
0.48
0.57
0.57
0.55
0.48
0.43
0.57
0.57
0.57
0.43
0.57
0.48
0.43
0.43

0.3
0.61
0.57
0.55
0.75
0.43

0.3
0.57
0.57
0.43
0.57
0.57



Install PRGW&FRC
Install PRGW&FRC
Install PRGW&FRC
Install PRGW&FRC
Install PRGW&FRC
Install PRGW&FRC
Install PRGW&FRC
Install PRGW&FRC
Guard Structure Removal
Guard Structure Removal
Guard Structure Removal
Guard Structure Removal
Duct Bank Installation
Duct Bank Installation
Duct Bank Installation
Duct Bank Installation
Duct Bank Installation
Duct Bank Installation
Duct Bank Installation
Duct Bank Installation
UG Cable Installation

UG Cable Installation

UG Cable Installation

UG Cable Installation

UG Cable Installation

UG Cable Installation

UG Cable Installation
Restoration

Restoration

Restoration

Restoration

Restoration

Restoration
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Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks

Other Construction Equipment
Other Construction Equipment
Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes
Air Compressors

Cranes

Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks

Air Compressors

Cement and Mortar Mixers
Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks
Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes
Cranes

Graders

Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks

Other Construction Equipment
Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes
Graders

Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks

Plate Compactors

Plate Compactors
Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes
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350
350
450
300
300
300
350
125
60
350
250
400
60
350
300
350
275
300
450
125
350
162
250
350
350
300
75
250
300
459
100
100
125

0.57
0.57
0.57
0.57
0.57
0.62
0.62
0.55
0.48
0.43
0.57
0.57
0.48
0.56
0.57
0.57
0.57
0.57
0.57
0.55
0.43
0.61
0.57
0.57
0.57
0.62
0.55
0.61
0.57
0.57
0.43
0.43
0.55



tbITripsAndVMT

Worker Vendor  Hauling  Worker Vendor Hauling Worker Vendor Hauling

Trip Trip Trip Trip Trip Trip Vehicle  Vehicle  Vehicle
PhaseName Number  Number  Number Length Length Length Class Class Class
Survey 4 2 0 10.8 40 20 LD_Mix  MHDT HHDT
Material Staging Yards 4 0 0 10.8 7.3 20 LD_Mix  MHDT HHDT
Tree Trimming 3 0 0 10.8 7.3 20 LD_Mix  MHDT HHDT
R/W Clearing 5 0 0 10.8 80 20 LD_Mix  MHDT HHDT
Roads and Landing Work 5 1 0 10.8 80 20 LD_Mix  MHDT HHDT
Guard Structure Installation 6 2 0 10.8 40 20 LD_Mix  MHDT HHDT
Remove Existing Conductor 20 2 0 10.8 40 20 LD_Mix  MHDT HHDT
Install TSP foundation 6 1 0 10.8 80 20 LD_Mix  MHDT HHDT
TSP Haul 4 1 0 10.8 80 20 LD_Mix  MHDT HHDT
Install Conductor 20 3 0 10.8 40 20 LD_Mix  MHDT HHDT
TSP Assembly 8 1 0 10.8 80 20 LD_Mix  MHDT HHDT
TSP Erection 8 4 0 10.8 40 20 LD_Mix MHDT HHDT
LST Removal 8 2 0 10.8 40 20 LD_Mix MHDT HHDT
LST Foundation Removal 4 0 0 10.8 7.3 20 LD_Mix  MHDT HHDT
Wood Pole Removal 6 2 0 10.8 40 20 LD_Mix  MHDT HHDT
LWS Pole Haul 4 1 0 10.8 80 20 LD_Mix MHDT HHDT
LWS Pole Assembly 8 4 0 10.8 40 20 LD_Mix  MHDT HHDT
Instal LWS Pole 6 1 0 10.8 80 20 LD_Mix MHDT HHDT
Install PRGW&FRC 20 0 0 10.8 7.3 20 LD_Mix  MHDT HHDT
Guard Structure Removal 6 2 59 10.8 40 20 LD_Mix  MHDT HHDT
Duct Bank Installation 6 0 0 10.8 7.3 20 LD_Mix  MHDT HHDT
UG Cable Installation 8 0 0 10.8 7.3 20 LD_Mix  MHDT HHDT
Restoration 7 2 0 10.8 40 20 LD_Mix  MHDT HHDT
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CalEEMod Version:

A_IrAA__lARAa A A

1.0 Project

Date: 5/29/2012

Santa Barbara Reliability County Project
Ventura County, Annual

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses

Size

Metric

User Defined Industrial

User Defined Unit

1.2 Other Project

AlUrbaniiatidn - Urban Wind Speed (m/s) Utility Southern California Edison
Combp
Climate Zone 8 2.6
Precipitation Freq
(Days)
31
2.0 Emissions Summary
2.1 Overall Construction
Unmitigated Construction
- I S -
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year tons/yr MT/yr
— — - I
2014 2.44 19.26 0.18 0.73 0.91 0.01 0.73 0.74 2,877.63 0.19 0.00 2,881.72
2015 0.79 5.80 0.06 0.22 0.28 0.00 0.22 0.22 982.57 0.06 0.00 983.90
Total 3.23 25.06 0.24 0.95 1.19 0.01 0.95 0.96 3,860.20 0.25 0.00 3,865.62
3.0 Construction Detail
3.1 Mitigation Measures
3.2 Survey - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- - - I
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
o I I — - e —
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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I Total I 0.00 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 0.00 I
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- - - ~———
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
= —— - - - — —— ——
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.64 0.00 0.00 3.64
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.56 0.00 0.00 0.56
Total 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 4.20 0.00 0.00 4.20
3.3 Material Staging Yards - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- - - ~———
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
- — — — — — — —
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.36 2.81 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 420.21 0.03 0.00 420.81
Total 0.36 2.81 0.00 0.10 0.10 0.00 0.10 0.10 420.21 0.03 0.00 420.81
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 18.17 0.00 0.00 18.19
Total 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 18.17 0.00 0.00 18.19
3.3 Material Staging Yards - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.29 212 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.08 356.49 0.02 0.00 356.97
Total 0.29 212 0.00 0.08 0.08 0.00 0.08 0.08 356.49 0.02 0.00 356.97

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
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ROG NOX Fugtive ] Exnaust JPMI0 ol Fugtive J Exhaust | PM2.5 ] Tot COZ]  Ch4 NZO Coze
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr Iyr
e e e ——
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 15.06 0.00 0.00 15.08
Total 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 15.06 0.00 0.00 15.08
3.4 Tree Trimming - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr Iyr
e e ——
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.02 0.17 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 25.63 0.00 0.00 25.67
Total 0.02 0.17 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 2-5.63 0.00 0.00 25.67
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
I I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalj Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr Iyr
e e e — — o e o —
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
—
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.75 0.00 0.00 0.75
Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 O.% 0.00 0.00 0.75
3.5 R/W Clearing - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalj Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr Iyr
e — e e e —
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.06 0.44 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 63.40 0.00 0.00 63.49
Total 0.06 0.44 0.00 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.02 0.02 63.40 0.00 0.00 63.49
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- - - ~———
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr Iyr
= —— - - - — —— ——
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00




Vendor 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.14 0.00 0.00 2.14
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.07 0.00 0.00 2.07
Total 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 4.21 0.00 0.00 4.21
3.6 Roads and Landing Work - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- I S -
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
e ——
Fugitive Dust 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
I
Off-Road 0.21 1.52 0.07 0.07 0.07 0.07 210.93 0.02 0.00 211.28
— — — —
Total 0.21 1.52 0.01 0.07 0.08 0.00 0.07 0.07 210.93 0.02 0.00 211.28
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
e e e — — o e o —
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.24 0.00 0.00 5.25
Worker 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 7.70 0.00 0.00 7.71
Total 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 12.94 0.00 0.00 12.96
3.7 Remove Existing Conductor - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
o - v e o —————
Off-Road 0.23 1.95 0.07 0.07 0.07 0.07 285.93 0.02 0.00 286.32
— — e
Total 0.23 1.95 0.07 0.07 0.07 0.07 285.93 0.02 0.00 286.32
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
o — — I o e e —
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.43 0.00 0.00 3.43
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.62 0.00 0.00 6.63
Total 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 10.0-5 0.00 0.00 10.06
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3.8 Install TSP foundation - 2014

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

- - - ~———
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
- —— —— I
Off-Road 0.31 251 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 378.18 0.02 0.00 378.70
Total 0.31 251 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 3?8.18 0.02 0.00 378.70
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- - - ~———
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
= —— — — — — — - —— e e —
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 9.53 0.00 0.00 9.53
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Total 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 9.53 0.00 0.00 9.53
3.9 TSP Haul - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- _— - ~———
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
- — — — — o — —
Fugitive Dust 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.12 0.93 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 123.36 0.01 0.00 123.56
Total 0.12 0.93 0.01 0.04 0.05 0.00 0.04 0.04 123.36 0.01 0.00 123.56
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Total- Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 4.82 0.00 0.00 4.82
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.35 0.00 0.00 3.35
Total 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 8.17 0.00 0.00 8.17
3.10 TSP Assembly - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total

50f 13



I
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.13 1.02 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 138.66 0.01 0.00 138.88
Total 0.13 1.02 0.00 0.04 0.04 0.00 0.04 0.04 138.66 0.01 0.00 138.88
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Total- Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
—
Vendor 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 4.76 0.00 0.00 4.76
Worker 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 7.36 0.00 0.00 7.37
Total 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 12.12 0.00 0.00 12.13
3.11 TSP Erection - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.12 0.99 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 135.75 0.01 0.00 135.96
———r—
Total 0.12 0.99 0.00 0.04 0.04 0.00 0.04 0.04 135.75 0.01 0.00 135.96
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
I — -
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
e e e ——
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.01 0.08 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 19.05 0.00 0.00 19.06
Worker 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 8.47 0.00 0.00 8.48
Total 0.02 0.09 0.02 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 2-7.52 0.00 0.00 27.54
3.12 Install Conductor - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.51 4.20 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15 630.92 0.04 0.00 631.78
Total 0.51 4.20 0.00 0.15 0.15 0.00 0.15 0.15 630.92 0.04 0.00 631.78
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Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

- - - ~———
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
= —— - - - — —— ——
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 7.07 0.00 0.00 7.07
Worker 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.83 0.00 0.00 11.84
Total 0.01 0.04 0.02 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 18.90 0.00 0.00 18.91
3.13 LST Removal - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- - - ~———
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.25 2.07 0.09 0.09 0.09 0.09 262.71 0.02 0.00 263.13
Total 0.2-5 2.5 0.00 0.09 0.09 0.00 0.09 0.09 262.71 0.02 0.00 263.13
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
e —
Vendor 0.01 0.08 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 19.05 0.00 0.00 19.06
I
Worker 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 16.93 0.00 0.00 16.95
Total 0.02 0.09 0.03 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 C’E.QS 0.00 0.00 36.01
3.13LST Removal - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.07 0.55 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 76.75 0.01 0.00 76.86
— — —
Total 0.07 0.55 0.00 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.02 0.02 76.75 0.01 0.00 76.86

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
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ROG NOX Fugtive ] Exnaust JPMI0 ol Fugtive J Exhaust | PM2.5 ] Tot COZ]  Ch4 NZO Coze
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr Iyr
e e e ——
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 557 0.00 0.00 5.57
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 4.83 0.00 0.00 4.84
Total 0.00 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 10.40 0.00 0.00 10.41
3.14 Guard Structure Installation - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- I S -
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr Iyr
Off-Road 0.03 0.24 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 36.85 0.00 0.00 36.90
Total 0.03 0.24 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 36.85 0.00 0.00 36.90
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr Iyr
— e e ——
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 257 0.00 0.00 257
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Total 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 257 0.00 0.00 257
3.15 LST Foundation Removal - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr Iyr
—— e I
Off-Road 0.11 0.78 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 120.38 0.01 0.00 120.56
Total 0.11 0.78 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 120.38 0.01 0.00 120.56
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr Iyr
e e e ——
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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Worker 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.34 0.00 0.00 5.34
Total 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.34 0.00 0.00 5.34
3.16 Wood Pole Removal - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
e — e o —
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.01 0.11 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 17.96 0.00 0.00 17.99
Total 0.01 0.11 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 17.96 0.00 0.00 17.99
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- - - ~———
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
= —— - - - — —— ——
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.86 0.00 0.00 0.86
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.40 0.00 0.00 0.40
Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.26 0.00 0.00 1.26
3.17 LWS Pole Haul - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- _— - ~———
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
- — — — — o — —
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.01 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.19 0.00 0.00 6.20
Total 0.01 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.19 0.00 0.00 6.20
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.43 0.00 0.00 0.43
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.29 0.00 0.00 0.29
Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.7-2 0.00 0.00 0.72

3.18 LWS Pole Assembly - 2015



Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Total- Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.01 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 7.77 0.00 0.00 7.78
Total 0.01 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 7.% 0.00 0.00 7.78
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
e e e ——
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.86 0.00 0.00 0.86
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.29 0.00 0.00 0.29
Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.15 0.00 0.00 1.15
3.19 Instal LWS Pole - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N-20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
e e ——
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.01 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 10.07 0.00 0.00 10.09
Total 0.01 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 10.(# 0.00 0.00 10.09
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- I _— -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalj Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
e o o — — o o o e —
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.43 0.00 0.00 0.43
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.37 0.00 0.00 0.37
Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 O.i;) 0.00 0.00 0.80

3.20 Install PRGW&FRC - 2015

Unmitigated Construction On-Site
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ROG NOX Fugtive ] Exnaust JPMI0 o] Fugtive J Exhaust | PM2.5 ] Tot COz]  Ch4 NZO Coze
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
e e ——
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.21 1.59 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06 270.46 0.02 0.00 270.81
— —
Total 0.21 1.59 0.00 0.06 0.06 0.00 0.06 0.06 270.46 0.02 0.00 270.81
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalj Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
e e e — — o e o —
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.09 0.00 0.00 5.10
Total 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.09 0.00 0.00 5.10
3.21 Guard Structure Removal - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalj Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
e o — o —
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.01 0.11 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 17.43 0.00 0.00 17.46
Total 0.01 0.11 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 17.43 0.00 0.00 17.46
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- - - ~———
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
= —— - - - — —— ——
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.93 0.00 0.00 1.93
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.56 0.00 0.00 1.57
Total 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.49 0.00 0.00 3.50
3.22 Duct Bank Installation - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- _— - ~———
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
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Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.01 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 12.98 0.00 0.00 13.00
Total 0.01 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 12.98 0.00 0.00 13.00
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
— — _— E— - -
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr Iyr
e e e ——
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.40 0.00 0.00 0.40
Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.40 0.00 0.00 0.40
3.23 UG Cable Installation - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N-20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr Iyr
e e ——
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 4.31 0.00 0.00 4.31
Total 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 4.31 0.00 0.00 4.31
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalj Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr Iyr
e e e — — o e o —
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.08
Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.08
3.24 Restoration - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr Iyr
o I o e —
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
e —
Off-Road 0.03 0.22 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 34.78 0.00 0.00 34.83
Total 0.03 0.22 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 34.7?3 0.00 0.00 34.83
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Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

- - - ~———

ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e

PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
= —— - - — - — —— ——

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
———

Vendor 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.82 0.00 0.00 1.82

Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.37 0.00 0.00 1.38

Total 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.19 0.00 0.00 3.20
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1.0 Project

Santa Barbara Reliability County Project
Ventura County, Summer

Date: 5/29/2012

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses

Size Metric

User Defined Industrial

0 User Defined Unit

1.2 Other Project

Urbanization

Climate Zon

e 8

Urban

2.0 Emissions Summary

Wind Speed (m/s)
Comn
2.6

Precipitation Freq
(Days)
31

Utility Southern California Edison

2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)

Unmitigated Construction

ROG NOX Fugtve T Exnaust JPMI0 Tora] Fugtve T Exnaust T PV2.5 Cha NZO Coze
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year Ib/day Ib/day
I —r———
2014 65.59 521.13 4.69 19.36 24.05 0.15 19.36 19.51 5.78 0.00 | 86,276.55
2015 22.89 172.16 1.53 6.05 7.07 0.04 6.05 6.09 2.03 0.00 [32977.65
Total NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
3.0 Construction Detail
3.1 Mitigation Measures
3.2 Survey - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Fugmve Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 000 § 000 | 000 } 000 | 000 | 0.00 I 0.00
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Off-Road 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugmve Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.11 1.80 0.19 0.04 0.24 0.01 0.04 0.05 0.00 471.97
Worker 0.05 0.04 0.10 0.00 0.11 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 77.33
Total 0.16 1.84 0.29 0.04 0.35 0.01 0.04 0.06 0.00 549.30
3.3 Material Staging Yards - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOX Fugtve T Exnaust JPML0 Tora] Fugtve T Exnaust T PV2.5 Cha NZO Co%e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 2.95 23.03 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.26 3,803.23
Total 2.95 23.03 0.00 0.86 0.86 0.00 0.86 0.86 0.26 3,803.23
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOX Fugtve T Exnaust JPMI0 Tora] Fugtve T Exnaust T PV2.5 Cra NZO Co2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.10 0.09 0.23 0.01 0.24 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 173.99
Total 0.10 0.09 0.23 0.01 0.24 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 173.99
3.3 Material Staging Yards - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOX Fugtive ] Exnaust JPMI0 Towa] Fugitve J Exnaust J PM2.5 Cha NZO Coze
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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Off-Road 2.79 20.51 0.76 0.76 0.76 0.76 0.25 3,802.94
?olal 2.79 20.51 0.00 0.76 0.76 0.00 0.76 0.76 0.25 3,802.94
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugmve Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.10 0.08 0.23 0.01 0.24 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 170.04
- e ———
Total 0.10 0.08 0.23 0.01 0.24 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 170.04
3.4 Tree Trimming - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- - - _
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalj Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 3.56 24.25 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.31 4,043.21
?otal 3.56 24.25 0.00 0.95 0.95 0.00 0.95 0.95 0.31 4,043.21
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- I - _
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalj Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.07 0.07 0.17 0.00 0.17 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 125.66
- I
Total 0.07 0.07 0.17 0.00 0.17 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 125.66
3.5 R/W Clearing - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
_ - -
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.40 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

040 | 000
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Off-Road 5.54 4414 1.70 1.70 1.70 1.70 0.49 7,000.59
?olal 5.54 44.14 0.40 1.70 2.10 0.00 1.70 1.70 0.49 7,000.59
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugmve Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.06 0.90 0.10 0.02 0.12 0.00 0.02 0.03 0.00 235.99
Worker 0.14 0.13 0.33 0.01 0.33 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01 241.65
— e —r————
Total 0.20 1.03 0.43 0.03 0.45 0.01 0.03 0.05 0.01 477.64
3.6 Roads and Landing Work - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- - - -
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.40 0.00 0.40 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 8.51 62.07 2.70 2.70 2.70 2.70 0.76 9,508.53
- — — —
Total 8.51 62.07 0.40 2.70 3.10 0.00 2.70 2.70 0.76 9,508.53
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
_ - - -
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.06 0.90 0.10 0.02 0.12 0.00 0.02 0.03 0.00 235.99
Worker 0.22 0.19 0.50 0.01 0.51 0.02 0.01 0.03 0.02 367.31
?olal 0.28 1.09 0.60 0.03 0.63 0.02 0.03 0.06 0.02 603.30
3.7 Remove Existing Conductor - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- I - _
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
o v
Off-Road 14.67 122.18 4.21 4.21 4.21 4.21 1.29 19,731.39
— s I
Total 14.67 122.18 4.21 4.21 4.21 4.21 1.29 19,731.39
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Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Fugmve Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 (?H4 N-20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.06 0.90 0.10 0.02 0.12 0.00 0.02 0.03 0.00 236.05
Worker 0.29 0.25 0.65 0.02 0.67 0.02 0.02 0.04 0.03 483.30
— — - e
Total 0.35 1.15 0.75 0.04 0.79 0.02 0.04 0.07 0.03 719.35
3.8 Install TSP foundation - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- - — — -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
E—
Off-Road 3.48 28.21 1.08 1.08 1.08 1.08 0.31 4,691.70
?otal 3.48 28.21 1.08 1.08 1.08 1.08 0.31 4,691.70
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
_ - - -
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.03 0.45 0.05 0.01 0.06 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 118.02
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
?otal 0.03 0.45 0.05 0.01 0.06 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 118.02
3.9 TSP Haul - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- - — — -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.53 0.00 0.5-3 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 5.26 41.29 1.82 1.82 1.82 1.82 0.47 6,055.14
?otal 5.26 41.29 0.53 1.82 2.35 0.00 1.82 1.82 0.4-7 6,055.14
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Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

—
PM2.5

ROG NOXx Fugmve Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.06 0.90 0.10 0.02 0.12 0.00 0.02 0.03 0.00 235.99
Worker 0.10 0.09 0.23 0.01 0.24 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 173.99
?olal 0.16 0.99 0.33 0.03 0.36 0.01 0.03 0.04 0.01 409.98
3.10 TSP Assembly - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- - - -
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 2.87 23.02 0.94 0.94 0.94 0.94 0.25 3,441.10
Total 2.87 23.02 0.00 0.04 0.04 0.00 0.04 0.04 0.25 3:441.10
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
_ - - -
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.03 0.45 0.05 0.01 0.06 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 118.02
Worker 0.12 0.10 0.26 0.01 0.27 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01 193.32
— -
Total 0.15 0.55 0.31 0.02 0.33 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.01 311.34
3.11 TSP Erection - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- - — — -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
I
Off-Road 2.76 22.31 0.87 0.87 0.87 0.87 0.24 3,368.78
- - o o o o
Total 2.76 22.31 0.00 0.87 0.87 0.00 0.87 0.87 0.24 3,368.78
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Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOX Fugtve T Exnaust JeMI0 Tow] Fugtve T Exnaust T PM2.5 Cha NZO Coze
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.12 1.80 0.19 0.04 0.24 0.01 0.04 0.05 0.00 472.10
Worker 0.13 0.12 0.30 0.01 0.31 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01 222.32
- —
Total 0.25 1.92 0.49 0.05 0.55 0.02 0.05 0.07 0.01 694.42
3.12 Install Conductor - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
_ I - _
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 23.33 191.10 6.65 6.65 6.65 6.65 2.06 31,663.94
?Olal 23.33 191.10 0.00 6.65 6.65 0.00 6.65 6.65 2.06 31,663.94
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
_ - - -
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
——
Vendor 0.09 1.35 0.15 0.03 0.18 0.01 0.03 0.04 0.00 354.07
Worker 0.37 0.33 0.85 0.02 0.87 0.03 0.02 0.05 0.03 628.29
?olal 0.46 1.68 1.00 0.05 1.05 0.04 0.05 0.09 0.03 982.36
3.13LST Removal - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- I - _
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 2.85 23.30 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.25 3,259.94
- I
Total 2.85 23.30 0.00 0.98 0.98 0.00 0.98 0.98 0.25 3,259.94
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Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

—
PM2.5

ROG NOXx Fugmve Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.06 0.90 0.10 0.02 0.12 0.00 0.02 0.03 0.00 236.05
Worker 0.13 0.12 0.30 0.01 0.31 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01 222.32
?olal 0.19 1.02 0.40 0.03 0.43 0.01 0.03 0.05 0.01 458.37
3.13 LST Removal - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- - - -
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 2.68 21.11 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.24 3,259.65
?mal 2.68 21.11 0.00 0.88 0.88 0.00 0.88 0.88 0.24 3,259.65
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
_ - - -
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.05 0.80 0.10 0.02 0.12 0.00 0.02 0.02 0.00 236.26
Worker 0.12 0.10 0.30 0.01 0.31 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01 217.28
?otal 0.17 0.90 0.40 0.03 0.43 0.01 0.03 0.04 0.01 453.54
3.14 Guard Structure Installation - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- - — — -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 5.06 40.2-7 1.48 1.48 1.48 1.48 0.45 6,781.53
— I
Total 5.06 40.27 1.48 1.48 1.48 1.48 0.45 6,781.53
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Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

-
PM2.5

ROG NOx Fugﬁve Exhaust §PM10 Totalj Fugitive Exhaust CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
e
Vendor 0.11 1.80 0.19 0.04 0.24 0.01 0.04 0.05 0.00 471.97
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
?otal 0.11 1.80 0.19 0.04 0.24 0.01 0.04 0.05 0.00 471.97
3.15 LST Foundation Removal - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
_ - -
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
o I
Off-Road 2.43 17.67 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.22 3,021.11
- —
Total 2.43 17.67 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.22 3,021.11
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- - - _
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalj Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
I
Worker 0.08 0.07 0.20 0.00 0.20 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 141.70
=otal 0.08 0.07 0.20 0.00 0.20 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 141.70
3.16 Wood Pole Removal - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
_ - -
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 7.39 55.63 2.04 2.04 2.04 2.04 0.65 9,916.21
- I
Total 7.39 55.63 0.00 2.04 2.04 0.00 2.04 2.04 0.65 9,916.21




Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Fugmve Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 (?H4 N-20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.10 1.60 0.19 0.04 0.24 0.01 0.04 0.05 0.00 472.41
Worker 0.13 0.11 0.33 0.01 0.33 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01 236.17
— —
Total 0.23 171 0.52 0.05 0.57 0.02 0.05 0.07 0.01 708.58
3.17 LWS Pole Haul - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- - — — -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 2.51 19.29 0.69 0.69 0.69 0.69 0.22 3,418.15
?otal 251 19.29 0.00 0.69 0.69 0.00 0.69 0.69 0.22 3,418.15
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- - — — -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
e
Vendor 0.05 0.80 0.10 0.02 0.12 0.00 0.02 0.02 0.00 236.20
Worker 0.10 0.08 0.23 0.01 0.24 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 170.04
?olal 0.15 0.88 0.33 0.03 0.36 0.01 0.03 0.03 0.01 406.24
3.18 LWS Pole Assembly - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
_ - - -
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
I -
Fugitive Dust 0.53 0.00 0.53 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
——
Off-Road 3.81 29.06 141 141 141 1.41 0.34 4,290.27
?mal 3.81 29.06 0.53 141 1.94 0.00 1.41 1.41 0.34 4,290.27
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Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Fugmve Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 (?H4 N-20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.11 1.61 0.19 0.04 0.24 0.01 0.04 0.05 0.00 472.53
Worker 0.10 0.08 0.23 0.01 0.24 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 170.04
— I
Total 0.21 1.69 0.42 0.05 0.48 0.02 0.05 0.06 0.01 642.57
3.19 Instal LWS Pole - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- - — — -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 3.84 29.36 1.05 1.05 1.05 1.05 0.34 5,561.10
?otal 3.84 29.36 0.00 1.05 1.05 0.00 1.05 1.05 0.34 5,561.10
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- I - _
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
e
Vendor 0.05 0.80 0.10 0.02 0.12 0.00 0.02 0.02 0.00 236.20
Worker 0.12 0.10 0.30 0.01 0.31 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01 217.28
?olal 0.17 0.90 0.40 0.03 0.43 0.01 0.03 0.04 0.01 453.48
3.20 Install PRGW&FRC - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
_ - - -
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 19.69 151.29 5.26 5.26 5.26 5.26 1.74 28,437.86
?mal 19.69 151.29 0.00 5.26 5.26 0.00 5.26 5.26 1.74 28,437.86
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Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Fugmve Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 (?H4 N-20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.32 0.27 0.78 0.02 0.80 0.03 0.02 0.05 0.03 566.81
?otal 0.32 0.27 O.%} 0.02 0.80 0.03 0.02 0.05 0.03 566.81
3.21 Guard Structure Removal - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- - I - _
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 3.26 24.81 0.94 0.94 0.94 0.94 0.29 4,277.23
?Otal 3.26 24.81 0.00 0.94 0.94 0.00 0.94 0.94 0.29 4,277.23
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- I - _
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.10 1.60 0.19 0.04 0.24 0.01 0.04 0.05 0.00 472.41
Worker 0.23 0.20 0.56 0.01 0.58 0.02 0.01 0.04 0.02 406.21
- I ————
Total 0.33 1.80 0.75 0.05 0.82 0.03 0.05 0.09 0.02 878.62
3.22 Duct Bank Installation - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
_ - - -
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 7.02 50.75 1.92 1.92 1.92 1.92 0.62 9,5656.51
- I ———————
Total 7.02 50.75 0.00 1.92 1.92 0.00 1.92 1.92 0.62 9,556.51
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Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Fugmve Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 (?H4 N-20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
I
Worker 0.18 0.15 0.43 0.01 0.44 0.02 0.01 0.03 0.02 311.75
— I
Total 0.18 0.15 0.43 0.01 0.44 0.02 0.01 0.03 0.02 311.75
3.23 UG Cable Installation - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- - I - _
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.53 0.00 0.5-3 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 7.12 54.32 2.18 2.18 2.18 2.18 0.63 9,508.38
?otal 7.12 54.32 0.53 2.18 271 0.00 2.18 2.18 0.63 9,508.38
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- - I - _
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.11 0.09 0.26 0.01 0.27 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01 188.94
?olal 0.11 0.09 0.26 0.01 0.27 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01 188.94
3.24 Restoration - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
_ - - -
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.40 0.00 0.40 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 3.34 25.59 0.94 0.94 0.94 0.94 0.30 4,518.12
?mal 3.34 25.59 0.40 0.94 1.34 0.00 0.94 0.94 0.30 4,518.12
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Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Fugmve Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 €H4 N-20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.05 0.80 0.10 0.02 0.12 0.00 0.02 0.02 0.00 236.26
Worker 0.11 0.09 0.26 0.01 0.27 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01 188.94
?otal 0.16 0.89 0.36 0.03 0.39 0.01 0.03 0.04 0.01 425.20
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CalEEMod Version:

A_IrAA__lARAa A A

1.0 Project

Date: 5/29/2012

Santa Barbara Reliability County Project
Ventura County, Winter

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses Size Metric
User Defined Industrial 0 User Defined Unit
1.2 Other Project
"'Urbanization Urban wind Speed (mi/s) Utility Southern California Edison
Combp
Climate Zone 8 2.6
Precipitation Freq
(Navs)
31
2.0 Emissions Summary
2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)
Unmitigated Construction
- - —
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year Ib/day Ib/day
I I - s —— I
2014 65.81 521.74 4.69 19.36 24.05 0.15 19.36 19.51 0.00 5.77 0.00 86,126.28
2-015 22.95 172.22 1.53 6.05 7.07 0.04 6.05 6.09 0.00 2.02 0.00 32,928.17
Total NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
3.0 Construction Detail
3.1 Mitigation Measures
3.2 Survey - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e e
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Total- Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.12 191 0.19 0.04 0.24 0.01 0.04 0.05 0.00 471.97
Worker 0.05 0.05 0.10 0.00 0.11 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 72.15
Total 0.17 1.96 0.29 0.04 0.35 0.01 0.04 0.06 0.00 54412

3.3 Material Staging Yards - 2014

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N-20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 2.95 23.03 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.26 3,803.23
Total 2.95 23.03 0.00 0.86 0.86 0.00 0.86 0.86 0.26 3,803.23

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOX Fugtive ] Exnaust JPMIO0 Tol] Fugtive J Exnaust T PM2.5 JTotal COz]  Cha NZ2O Coze
pvi0 | PM10 pv2s | pm2s | Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— — I e ——
Taunng 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 606 600 X 600 X 600 600 600 606 5.00
Worker 615 616 653 601 654 601 601 601 661 T62.33
Total 0.12 0.10 0.23 0.01 0.24 001 0.01 0.01 001 T62.33

3.3 Material Staging Yards - 2015

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e e
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 2.79 20.51 0.76 0.76 0.76 0.76 0.25 3,802.94
— — — — — —
Total 2.79 20.51 0.00 0.76 0.76 0.00 0.76 0.76 0.25 3,802.94

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
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ROG NOX Fugtive ] Exnaust JPMIO0 Tol] Fugtive J Exnaust T PM2.5 JTotal COz]  Cha NZ2O Coze
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e — — ——
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.11 0.09 0.23 0.01 0.24 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 158.62
Total 0.11 0.09 0.2-3 0.01 0.24 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 158.62
3.4 Tree Trimming - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- I -
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e e
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 3.56 24.25 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.31 4,043.21
Total 3.56 24.2-5 0.00 0.95 0.95 0.00 0.95 0.95 0.31 4,043.21
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalj Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e o o — —
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.09 0.08 0.17 0.00 0.17 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 117.24
Total 0.09 0.08 0.17 0.00 0.17 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 117.24
3.5 R/W Clearing - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalj Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— —
Fugitive Dust 0.40 0.00 0.40 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 5.54 44.14 1.70 1.70 1.70 1.70 0.49 7,000.59
- — —
Total 5.54 44.14 0.40 1.70 2.10 0.00 1.70 1.70 0.49 7,000.59
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
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Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.06 0.96 0.10 0.02 0.12 0.00 0.02 0.03 0.00 235.99
Worker 0.17 0.15 0.33 0.01 0.33 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01 225.46
Total 0.23 1.11 0.43 0.03 0.45 0.01 0.03 0.05 0.01 461.45
3.6 Roads and Landing Work - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOX Fugitive J Exhaust JPMIO Totalj Fugitve § Exhaust | PM2.5 JTotal CO2f  CHa N2O COze
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.40 0.00 0.40 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 851 62.07 2.70 2.70 2.70 2.70 0.76 9,508.53
— — — —
Total 8.51 62.07 0.40 2.70 3.10 0.00 2.70 2.70 0.76 9,508.53
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e e e ——
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.06 0.96 0.10 0.02 0.12 0.00 0.02 0.03 0.00 235.99
e —
Worker 0.25 0.22 0.50 0.01 0.51 0.02 0.01 0.03 0.02 342.69
Total 0.31 1.18 0.60 0.03 0.63 0.02 0.03 0.06 0.02 578.68
3.7 Remove Existing Conductor - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- I -
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
o v
Off-Road 14.67 122.18 4.21 4.21 4.21 4.21 1.29 19,731.39
Total 14.67 122.18 4.21 4.21 421 421 1.29 19,731.39
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e e — ——
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.06 0.96 0.10 0.02 0.12 0.00 0.02 0.03 0.00 236.05
Worker 0.33 0.29 0.65 0.02 0.67 0.02 0.02 0.04 0.02 450.91
— — — —
Total 0.39 1.25 0.75 0.04 0.79 0.02 0.04 0.07 0.02 686.96
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3.8 Install TSP foundation - 2014

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOX Fugrve T Exhaust JPMI0 Tota] Fugtive T Exnaust | PM2.5 JTota CO2]  CHa NZO COze
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 3.48 28.21 .08 .08 1.08 .08 0.31 469170
Total 3.48 28.21 1.08 1.08 1.08 1.08 0.31 4,691.70
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- - —
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
= —— I I — — - — —
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
I
Vendor 0.03 0.48 0.05 0.01 0.06 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 118.02
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Total 0.03 0.48 0.05 0.01 0.06 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 118.02
3.9 TSP Haul - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- - —
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.53 0.00 0.53 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 5.26 41.29 1.82 1.82 1.82 1.82 0.47 6,055.14
Total 5.26 41.29 0.53 1.82 2.35 0.00 1.82 1.82 0.4-7 6,055.14
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N?O CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
E—
Vendor 0.06 0.96 0.10 0.02 0.12 0.00 0.02 0.03 0.00 235.99
Worker 0.12 0.10 0.23 0.01 0.24 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 162.33
Total 0.18 1.06 0.33 0.03 0.36 0.01 0.03 0.04 0.01 398.32

3.10 TSP Assembly - 2014
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Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOX Fugitive J Exhaust JPMIO Totalj Fugitve § Exhaust | PM2.5 JTotal CO2f  CHa N2O COze
PM10 PM10 pm25 | Pm25 | Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive DUSt 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Ot Road 587 53,02 694 694 694 694 655 3.441.10
— —
Total .87 23.02 0.00 0.04 0.04 0.00 0.04 0.04 0.25 3.441.10

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOX Fugtive ] Exnaust JPMI0 Tol] Fugtive J Exnaust T PM2.5 JTotal COz]  Cha NZ2O Coze
pvi0 | PM10 pv2s | pm2s | Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— — I e ——
Taunng 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 603 648 605 601 606 600 601 601 606 11802
Worker 613 615 656 601 657 601 601 603 601 180,36
Total 0.16 0.60 0.31 0.02 0.33 .01 0.02 0.03 0.01 298,38

3.11 TSP Erection - 2014

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e e
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
I
Off-Road 2.76 2231 0.87 0.87 0.87 0.87 0.24 3,368.78
— — — — —
Total 2.76 22.31 0.00 0.87 0.87 0.00 0.87 0.87 0.24 3,368.78

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOX Fugtve ] Exnaust JPMIO0 Toal] Fugtve J Exnaust I PM2.5 [ Tota COZ]  Cha NZ2O Coze
PM10 PM10 pm25 | Pm25 | Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
I — I I e ——
Haunng 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.12 163 0.16 0.04 024 .01 0.04 0.05 0.00 272,10
WorKer 015 613 630 601 031 .01 601 6.02 .01 207.42
— ___ —
Total 0.27 2.05 0.49 0.05 0.55 0.02 0.05 0.07 0.01 670.52

3.12 Install Conductor - 2014

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOX Fugtve ] Exnaust JPMIO0 Toal] Fugtive J Exnaust | PM2.5 [ Total COZ]  Cha NZO Coze
PM10 PM10 pv2s | pm2s | Total
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Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 23.33 191.10 6.65 6.65 6.65 6.65 2.06 31,663.94
Total 23.33 191.10 0.00 6.65 6.65 0.00 6.65 6.65 2.06 31,663.94
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Total- Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.09 1.44 0.15 0.03 0.18 0.01 0.03 0.04 0.00 354.07
Worker 0.43 0.38 0.85 0.02 0.87 0.03 0.02 0.05 0.03 586.19
Total 0.52 1.82 1.00 0.05 1.05 0.04 0.05 0.09 0.03 940.26
3.13LST Removal - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N?O CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 2.85 23.30 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.25 3,259.94
e —
Total 2.85 23.30 0.00 0.98 0.98 0.00 0.98 0.98 0.25 3,259.94
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- I S -
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e e e ——
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.06 0.96 0.10 0.02 0.12 0.00 0.02 0.03 0.00 236.05
Worker 0.15 0.13 0.30 0.01 0.31 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01 207.42
Total 0.21 1.09 0.40 0.03 0.43 0.01 0.03 0.05 0.01 443.47
3.13LST Removal - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e e
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
—
Off-Road 2.68 21.11 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.88 0.24 3,259.65
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I Total I 2.68 I 21.11 I 0.00 I 0.88 I 0.88 I 0.00 I 0.88 I 0.88 I 0.24 I I 3,259.65 I
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- - —
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
= —— — — — I — ~—
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.06 0.85 0.10 0.02 0.12 0.00 0.02 0.02 0.00 236.26
Worker 0.14 0.12 0.30 0.01 0.31 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01 202.69
Total 0.20 0.9-7 0.40 0.03 0.43 0.01 0.03 0.04 0.01 438.95
3.14 Guard Structure Installation - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- - —
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
—
Off-Road 5.06 40.27 1.48 1.48 1.48 1.48 0.45 6,781.53
— —
Total 5.06 40.27 1.48 1.48 1.48 1.48 0.45 6,781.53
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- - —
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
= —— I I — — - — —
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.12 1.91 0.19 0.04 0.24 0.01 0.04 0.05 0.00 471.97
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Total 0.12 1.91 0.19 0.04 0.24 0.01 0.04 0.05 0.00 471.97
3.15 LST Foundation Removal - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- - —
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— v ——
Off-Road 2.43 17.67 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.22 3,021.11
Total 2.43 17.6-7 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.81 0.22 3,021.11

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

8 of 13



ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust FMlO Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N-20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e e e
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.09 0.08 0.20 0.00 0.20 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 132.19
Total 0.09 0.08 0.20 0.00 0.20 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 132.19
3.16 Wood Pole Removal - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e e
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 7.39 55.63 2.04 2.04 2.04 2.04 0.65 9,916.21
— —
Total 7.39 55.63 0.00 2.04 2.04 0.00 2.04 2.04 0.65 9,916.21
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalj Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e o o — —
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.11 1.71 0.19 0.04 0.24 0.01 0.04 0.05 0.00 472.41
Worker 0.15 0.13 0.33 0.01 0.33 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01 220.31
Total 0.26 1.84 0.52 0.05 0.5 0.02 0.05 0.07 0.01 692.72
3.17 LWS Pole Haul - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalj Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e — —
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 251 19.29 0.69 0.69 0.69 0.69 0.22 3,418.15
Total 251 19.29 0.00 0.69 0.69 0.00 0.69 0.69 0.22 3,418.15
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- - —
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day

9of 13



Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.06 0.85 0.10 0.02 0.12 0.00 0.02 0.02 0.00 236.20
e —
Worker 0.11 0.09 0.23 0.01 0.24 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 158.62
Total 0.17 0.94 0.33 0.03 0.36 0.01 0.03 0.03 0.01 394.82
3.18 LWS Pole Assembly - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N?O CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
- — —
Fugitive Dust 0.53 0.00 0.53 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 3.81 29.06 1.41 1.41 1.41 1.41 0.34 4,290.27
Total 3.81 29.06 0.5-3 1.41 1.94 0.00 1.41 1.41 0.34 4,290.27
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e e e ——
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.11 1.71 0.19 0.04 0.24 0.01 0.04 0.05 0.00 472.53
e —
Worker 0.11 0.09 0.23 0.01 0.24 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 158.62
Total 0.22 1.80 0.42 0.05 0.48 0.02 0.05 0.06 0.01 631.15
3.19 Instal LWS Pole - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- — - — —
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e e
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 3.84 29.36 1.05 1.05 1.05 1.05 0.34 5,561.10
Total 3.84 29.36 0.00 1.05 1.05 0.00 1.05 1.05 0.34 5,561.10
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e o o — ——
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.06 0.85 0.10 0.02 0.12 0.00 0.02 0.02 0.00 236.20
Worker 0.14 0.12 0.30 0.01 0.31 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01 202.69
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I Total

I 0.20 I 0.9-7 I 0.40 I 0.03 I 0.43 I 0.01 I 0.03 I 0.04 I

I 0.01 I

I 438.89 I

3.20 Install PRGW&FRC - 2015

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

-
PM2.5

ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust Total CO2 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 19.69 151.29 5.26 5.26 5.26 5.26 1.74 28,437.86
Total 19.69 151.29 0.00 5.26 5.26 0.00 5.26 5.26 1.74 28,437.86
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N?O CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.37 0.32 0.78 0.02 0.80 0.03 0.02 0.05 0.03 528.75
e —
Total 0.37 0.32 0.78 0.02 0.80 0.03 0.02 0.05 0.03 528.75
3.21 Guard Structure Removal - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N-20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
I
Off-Road 3.26 24.81 0.94 0.94 0.94 0.94 0.29 4,277.23
Total 3.26 24.81 0.00 0.94 0.94 0.00 0.94 0.94 0.29 4,277.23
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e e e ——
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.11 1.71 0.19 0.04 0.24 0.01 0.04 0.05 0.00 472.41
Worker 0.26 0.23 0.56 0.01 0.58 0.02 0.01 0.04 0.02 378.93
— — e |
Total 0.37 1.94 0.75 0.05 0.82 0.03 0.05 0.09 0.02 851.34
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3.22 Duct Bank Installation - 2015

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOX Fugmve T Exhaust JPMI0 Tota] Fugtive T Exnaust | PM2.5 JTota CO2]  CHa NZO Coze
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
o — — — —
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 7.02 50.75 1.92 1.92 1.92 1.92 0.62 9,556.51
Total 7.02 50.7-5 0.00 1.92 1.92 0.00 1.92 1.92 0.62 9,556.51
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N?O CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
~—
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.20 0.17 0.43 0.01 0.44 0.02 0.01 0.03 0.01 290.81
Total 0.20 0.17 0.43 0.01 0.44 0.02 0.01 0.03 0.01 290.81
3.23 UG Cable Installation - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N?O CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.53 0.00 0.53 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 7.12 54.32 2.18 2.18 2.18 2.18 0.63 9,508.38
Total 7.12 54.32 0.5-3 2.18 271 0.00 2.18 2.18 0.63 9,508.38
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e e e ——
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.12 0.11 0.26 0.01 0.27 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01 176.25
Total 0.12 0.11 0.26 0.01 0.2-7 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01 176.25

3.24 Restoration - 2015

Unmitigated Construction On-Site
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ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust ;Mlo Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N-20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.40 0.00 0.40 0.00 0.00 OA(?) 0.00
Off-Road 3.34 25.59 0.94 0.94 0.94 0.94 0.30 4,518.12
Total 3.34 25.59 0.40 0.94 1.34 0.00 0.94 0.94 0.30 4,518.12
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalj Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e o o o —
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.06 0.85 0.10 0.02 0.12 0.00 0.02 0.02 0.00 236.26
Worker 0.12 0.11 0.26 0.01 0.27 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01 176.25
Total 0.18 0.96 0.36 0.03 0.39 0.01 0.03 0.04 0.01 412.51
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PhaseNum PhaseName

1 Carpinteria Civil
2 Santa Clara Civil
3 Carpinteria Electrical
4 Santa Clara Electrical
5 Casitas Civil
6 Casitas Electrical
7 Santa Clara Maintenance
8 Casitas Maintenace
9 Carpinteria Maintenance
10 Casitas Test
11 Santa Clara Test
12 Carpinteria Test
13 Golita Electrical
14 Santa Barbara Electrical
15 Golita Test
16 Santa Barbara Test
17 Ortega Electrical
18 Ortega Test

PhaseType
Trenching
Trenching

Site Preparation
Site Preparation
Trenching

Site Preparation
Site Preparation
Site Preparation
Site Preparation
Site Preparation
Site Preparation
Site Preparation
Site Preparation
Site Preparation
Site Preparation
Site Preparation
Site Preparation
Site Preparation

PhaseStartDate
2014/01/01
2014/01/01
2014/01/15
2014/01/21
2014/03/01
2014/03/15
2014/04/29
2014/05/24
2014/07/02
2014/08/02
2014/08/05
2014/10/22
2014/11/11
2014/12/10
2014/12/16
2015/01/14
2015/01/20
2015/02/03

tblConstructionPhase

PhaseEndDate

2014/01/14
2014/01/20
2014/07/01
2014/04/28
2014/03/14
2014/05/23
2014/08/04
2014/08/01
2014/10/21
2014/10/10
2014/11/10
2015/03/10
2014/12/15
2015/01/13
2015/01/19
2015/02/17
2015/02/02
2015/02/16

Page 1
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NumbDaysV NumDays PhaseDescription

10
14
120
70
10
50
70
50
80
50
70
100
25
25
25
25
10
10



PhaseName
Carpinteria Civil
Carpinteria Civil
Carpinteria Civil
Carpinteria Civil
Carpinteria Civil
Carpinteria Civil
Carpinteria Civil
Santa Clara Civil
Santa Clara Civil
Santa Clara Civil
Santa Clara Civil
Carpinteria Electrical
Carpinteria Electrical
Carpinteria Electrical
Carpinteria Electrical
Carpinteria Electrical
Carpinteria Electrical
Carpinteria Electrical
Santa Clara Electrical
Santa Clara Electrical
Santa Clara Electrical
Santa Clara Electrical
Santa Clara Electrical
Casitas Civil

Casitas Civil

Casitas Civil

Casitas Civil

Casitas Civil

Casitas Civil

Casitas Civil

Casitas Electrical
Casitas Electrical
Casitas Electrical
Casitas Electrical
Casitas Electrical
Casitas Electrical

Santa Clara Maintenance

Casitas Maintenace
Casitas Maintenace

Carpinteria Maintenance

Casitas Test
Santa Clara Test
Carpinteria Test
Golita Electrical

Santa Barbara Electrical

Golita Test
Santa Barbara Test
Ortega Electrical

tblOffRoadEquipment

OffRoadEquipmentType
Bore/Drill Rigs

Cranes

Forklifts

Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks
Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes
Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes
Forklifts

Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks
Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes
Aerial Lifts

Cranes

Cranes

Forklifts

Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks

Aerial Lifts

Cranes

Forklifts

Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks
Bore/Drill Rigs

Cranes

Forklifts

Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks
Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes
Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes
Aerial Lifts

Cranes

Forklifts

Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks
Graders
Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes
Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks
Off-Highway Trucks

Page 1

OffRoad
Equipment Unit
Amount
1

PRPRRPRRPRPRRPRPRPRPRRPRPREPNRPRPRPRPNRPRRPRPNRPRRPRPNRPRPRPNNRPRRPRPRPRPEPNRPRRPRRPRPRRPEPRRENRER

Usage
Hours
6

NDNNNNMNNNNOOOONDNNNPEPOOOONDNPIRONDNDNOONDNDDNDNOPAE,OOOONDNOOONDNDM

Horse
Power
305
180
75
180
180
85
75
75
180
180
85
75
180
250
75
180
180
180
75
180
75
180
180
305
180
75
180
180
85
75
75
180
75
180
180
180
180
162
75
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180
180

Load
Factor
0.75
0.43
0.3
0.57
0.57
0.55
0.55
0.3
0.57
0.57
0.55
0.46
0.43
0.57
0.3
0.57
0.57
0.57
0.46
0.43
0.3
0.57
0.57
0.75
0.43
0.3
0.57
0.57
0.55
0.55
0.46
0.43
0.3
0.57
0.57
0.57
0.57
0.61
0.55
0.57
0.57
0.57
0.57
0.57
0.57
0.57
0.57
0.57



tblOffRoadEquipment

Ortega Test Off-Highway Trucks 1 2 180 0.57
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PhaseName

Carpinteria Civil

Santa Clara Civil
Carpinteria Electrical
Santa Clara Electrical
Casitas Civil

Casitas Electrical

Santa Clara Maintenance
Casitas Maintenace
Carpinteria Maintenance
Casitas Test

Santa Clara Test
Carpinteria Test

Golita Electrical

Santa Barbara Electrical
Golita Test

Santa Barbara Test
Ortega Electrical

Ortega Test

Worker
Trip
Number

NNMNNNMNNNRRRENONOONR NS

Vendor
Trip
Number
0

[cNeoNeoNeoNeoNoNolNolNoNolNoNoNolNolNolNolNe]

Hauling
Trip
Number
0

[eNeoNeoNeoNeoNoNoNoNoNeoNoNoNolNolNolNolNe

tbITripsAndVMT

Worker
Trip
Length
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8
10.8

Vendor
Trip
Length
7.3
7.3
7.3
7.3
7.3
7.3
7.3
7.3
7.3
7.3
7.3
7.3
7.3
7.3
7.3
7.3
7.3
7.3
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Hauling
Trip
Length
20
20
20
20
20
20
20
20
20
20
20
20
20
20
20
20
20
20

Worker
Vehicle
Class
LD_Mix
LD_Mix
LD_Mix
LD_Mix
LD_Mix
LD_Mix
LD_Mix
LD_Mix
LD_Mix
LD_Mix
LD_Mix
LD_Mix
LD_Mix
LD_Mix
LD_Mix
LD_Mix
LD_Mix
LD_Mix

Vendor
Vehicle
Class
HDT_Mix
HDT_Mix
HDT_Mix
HDT_Mix
HDT_Mix
HDT_Mix
HDT_Mix
HDT_Mix
HDT_Mix
HDT_Mix
HDT_Mix
HDT_Mix
HDT_Mix
HDT_Mix
HDT_Mix
HDT_Mix
HDT_Mix
HDT_Mix

Hauling

Vehicle
Class
HHDT
HHDT
HHDT
HHDT
HHDT
HHDT
HHDT
HHDT
HHDT
HHDT
HHDT
HHDT
HHDT
HHDT
HHDT
HHDT
HHDT
HHDT
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Santa Barbara Reliability County Project
Ventura County, Annual

1.0 Project

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses Size Metric

User Defined Industrial 0 User Defined Unit

1.2 Other Project

" Urbanization ' Urban wind Speed (m/s) Utility Southern California Edison
Combp
Climate Zone 8 2.6
Precipitation Freq
(Navs)
31
2.0 Emissions Summary
2.1 Overall Construction
Unmitigated Construction
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Year tons/yr MT/yr
I
2014 0.44 3.51 0.03 0.16 0.19 0.00 0.16 0.16 443.00 0.04 0.00 443.75
2015 0.01 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 14.25 0.00 0.00 14.27
I
Total 0.45 3.60 0.03 0.16 0.19 0.00 0.16 0.16 457.25 0.04 0.00 458.02
3.0 Construction Detail
3.1 Mitigation Measures
3.2 Carpinteria Civil - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalj Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 0.01 0.11 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 18.62 0.00 0.00 18.65
Total 0.01 0.11 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 18.62 0.00 0.00 18.65
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Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Total- Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.41 0.00 0.00 0.41
Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.41 0.00 0.00 0.41
3.3 Santa Clara Civil - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 0.01 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 9.11 0.00 0.00 9.12
Total 0.01 0.0-7 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 9.11 0.00 0.00 9.12
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.23 0.00 0.00 0.23
Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.23 0.00 0.00 0.23
3.4 Carpinteria Electrical - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.17 1.43 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06 166.50 0.01 0.00 166.79
Total 0.17 1.43 0.00 0.06 0.06 0.00 0.06 0.06 166.50 0.01 0.00 166.79
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
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I
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.46 0.00 0.00 5.47
Total 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.46 0.00 0.00 5.47
3.5 Santa Clara Electrical - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- - - ~———
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
- — — — — — — —
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
e —
Off-Road 0.07 0.53 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 61.15 0.01 0.00 61.26
Total O.(ﬁ 0.53 0.00 0.03 0.03 0.00 0.03 0.03 61.15 0.01 0.00 61.26
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.03 0.00 0.00 2.03
Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.03 0.00 0.00 2.03
3.6 Casitas Civil - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 0.01 0.11 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 18.62 0.00 0.00 18.65
Total 0.01 0.11 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 18.62 0.00 0.00 18.65
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.37 0.00 0.00 0.37
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Total

I 0.00 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 0.3-7 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 0.37 I

3.7 Casitas Electrical - 2014

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

- - - ~———
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.05 0.38 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 45.11 0.00 0.00 45.19
Total 0.05 0.38 0.00 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.02 0.02 45.11 0.00 0.00 45.19
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.65 0.00 0.00 1.66
Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.65 0.00 0.00 1.66
3.8 Santa Clara Maintenance - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.02 0.18 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 24.46 0.00 0.00 24.50
Total 0.02 0.18 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 24.46 0.00 0.00 24.50
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
e e e ——
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.58 0.00 0.00 0.58
Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.5-8 0.00 0.00 0.58
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3.9 Casitas Maintenace - 2014

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

- - - ~———
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
- — — — — — — —
Fugitive Dust 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.04 0.29 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 31.80 0.00 0.00 31.87
Total 0.04 0.29 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.00 0.02 0.02 31.80 0.00 0.00 31.87
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.03 0.00 0.00 1.04
Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.03 0.00 0.00 1.04
3.10 Carpinteria Maintenance - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.02 0.20 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 27.95 0.00 0.00 28.00
e~
Total 0.02 0.20 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 27.95 0.00 0.00 28.00
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
e e e ——
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.66 0.00 0.00 0.66
Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.66 0.00 0.00 0.66

3.11 Casitas Test - 2014

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

50f11



ROG NOX Fugtive ] Exnaust JPMI0 o] Fugtive J Exhaust | PM2.5 ] Tot COz]  Ch4 NZO Coze
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
e e ——
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.01 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.82 0.00 0.00 5.83
Total 0.01 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.82 0.00 0.00 5.83
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalj Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
e e e — — o e o —
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.21 0.00 0.00 0.21
Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.21 0.00 0.00 0.21
3.12 Santa Clara Test - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalj Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
e o — o —
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.01 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 8.15 0.00 0.00 8.17
Total 0.01 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 8.15 0.00 0.00 8.17
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- - - ~———
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
= —— - - - — —— ——
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.29 0.00 0.00 0.29
Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.29 0.00 0.00 0.29
3.13 Carpinteria Test - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- _— - ~———
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
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Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.01 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.94 0.00 0.00 5.95
Total 0.01 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.94 0.00 0.00 5.95
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- I — -
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr Iyr
e e e ——
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.21 0.00 0.00 0.21
Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.21 0.00 0.00 0.21
3.13 Carpinteria Test - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N-20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr Iyr
e e ——
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 571 0.00 0.00 5.72
Total 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 571 0.00 0.00 5.72
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalj Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr Iyr
e e e — — o e o —
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.20 0.00 0.00 0.20
Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.2-0 0.00 0.00 0.20
3.14 Golita Electrical - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr Iyr
o I o e —
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 291 0.00 0.00 2.92
Total 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 291 0.00 0.00 2.92
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Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

- - - ~———
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
= —— - - - — —— ——
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.21 0.00 0.00 0.21
Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.21 0.00 0.00 0.21
3.15 Santa Barbara Electrical - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- - - ~———
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
- — — — — o — —
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.86 0.00 0.00 1.87
Total 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.86 0.00 0.00 1.87
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13
Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13
3.15 Santa Barbara Electrical - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.05 0.00 0.00 1.05
Total 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.05 0.00 0.00 1.05

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
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ROG NOX Fugtive ] Exnaust JPMI0 ol Fugtive J Exhaust | PM2.5 ] Tot COZ]  Ch4 NZO Coze
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr Iyr
e e e ——
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.07
Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.5 0.00 0.00 0.07
3.16 Golita Test - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
— — _— E— — -
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr Iyr
e e ——
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.40 0.00 0.00 1.40
Total 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.40 0.00 0.00 1.40
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
I I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalj Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr Iyr
e e e — — o e o —
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.10
Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.10
3.16 Golita Test - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalj Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr Iyr
e — e e —
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 151 0.00 0.00 1.52
Total 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 151 0.00 0.00 1.52
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- - - ~———
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr Iyr
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Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.11 0.00 0.00 0.11
Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.11 0.00 0.00 0.11
3.17 Santa Barbara Test - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 291 0.00 0.00 2.92
Total 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 291 0.00 0.00 2.92
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
e e e ——
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.20 0.00 0.00 0.20
Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.20 0.00 0.00 0.20
3.18 Ortega Electrical - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
— — _— E— — -
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
e e ——
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.16 0.00 0.00 1.17
Total 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.16 0.00 0.00 1.17
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalj Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
e e e — — o e o —
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.08
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I Total

I 0.00 I 0.00

I 0.00 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 0.08 I 0.00 I 0.00 I 0.08 I

3.19 Ortega Test - 2015

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

- - - I
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.16 0.00 0.00 1.17
Total 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.16 0.00 0.00 117
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
E—
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.08
Total 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.08
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CalEEMod Version:

A_IrAA__lARAa A A

Santa Barbara Reliability County Project

Ventura County, Summer

Date: 5/29/2012

1.0 Project
1.1 Land Usage
Land Uses Size Metric
User Defined Industrial 0 User Defined Unit

1.2 Other Project

Utility Southern California Edison

A'Urbaniiatidn - Urban Wind Speed (m/s)
Combp
Climate Zone 8 2.6
Precipitation Freq
(Navs)
1.3 User Entered Comments 31
Trips and VMT - Client information
Construction Phase - site specific schedule
2.0 Emissions Summary
2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)
Unmitigated Construction
- I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalj Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 I PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year Ib/day Ib/day
— - — — o - v
2014 7.76 61.81 0.77 2.80 3.15 0.01 2.80 2.81 0.00 0.69 0.00 9,368.39
2015 0.61 457 0.07 0.15 022 ©.00 015 015 0.00 0.05 0.00 816.68 |
Total NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
3.0 Construction Detail
3.2 Carpinteria Civil - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 2.90 22.80 1.02 1.02 1.02 1A0-2 0.26 4,112.45
Total 2.90 22.80 1.02 1.02 1.02 1.02 0.26 4,112.45
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Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOX Fugmve T Exhaust JPMI0 Tota] Fugtive T Exnaust | PM2.5 JTota CO2]  CHa NZO Coze
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
= —— — — — — - — ~—
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.06 0.05 0.13 0.00 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 96.66
Total 0.06 0.05 0.13 0.00 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 96.66
3.3 Santa Clara Civil - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- - —
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 132 10.16 0.49 0.49 0.49 0.49 0.12 T437.32 |
Total 1.32 10.16 0.49 0.49 0.49 0.49 0.12 1,437.32
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- - —
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.02 0.02 0.05 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 38.66
Total 0.02 0.02 0.05 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 38.66
3.4 Carpinteria Electrical - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- - —
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
o — — — —
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 2.84 23.84 1.04 1.04 1.04 1.04 0.25 3,065.04
Total 2.84 23.84 0.00 1.04 1.04 0.00 1.04 1.04 0.2-5 3,065.04

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site




ROG NOX Fugtive ] Exnaust JPMIO0 Tol] Fugtive J Exnaust T PM2.5 JTotal COz]  Cha NZ2O Coze
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e — — ——
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.06 0.06 0.14 0.00 0.15 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 106.33
Total 0.06 0.06 0.14 0.00 0.15 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 106.33
3.5 Santa Clara Electrical - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- I -
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e e
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 1.87 15.03 0.73 0.73 0.73 0.73 0.17 1,929.92
— — — — —
Total 1.87 15.03 0.00 0.73 0.73 0.00 0.73 0.73 0.17 1,929.92
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalj Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e o o — —
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.04 0.04 0.09 0.00 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 67.66
Total 0.04 0.04 0.09 0.00 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 67.66
3.6 Casitas Civil - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalj Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— v e I e e ey
Off-Road 2.90 22.80 1.02 1.02 1.02 1.02 0.26 4,112.45
Total 2.90 22.80 1.02 1.02 1.02 1.02 0.26 4,112.45
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalj Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e I I I —
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 I 0.00
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Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.05 0.05 0.12 0.00 0.12 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 86.99
Total 0.0-5 0.05 0.12 0.00 0.12 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 86.99
3.7 Casitas Electrical - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- I -
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e e
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
——
Off-Road 1.90 15.17 0.74 0.74 0.74 0.74 0.17 1,993.07
Total 1.90 15.17 0.00 0.74 0.74 0.00 0.74 0.74 0.17 1,993.07
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalj Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e o o o —
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.05 0.04 0.10 0.00 0.11 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 77.33
Total 0.(% 0.04 0.10 0.00 0.11 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 77.33
3.8 Santa Clara Maintenance - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
o o —
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.61 511 0.17 0.17 0.17 0.17 0.05 77171
Total 0.61 5.11 0.00 0.17 0.17 0.00 0.17 0.17 0.05 77171
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- - —
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
= —— — I — — — ~—
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
e —
Worker 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 19.33
Total 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 19.33
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3.9 Casitas Maintenace - 2014

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOX Fugrve T Exhaust JPMI0 Tota] Fugtive T Exnaust | PM2.5 JTota CO2]  CHa NZO COze
PM10 PM10 pm25 | Pm25 | Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
FugHve Dust 053 0.00 053 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Of-Road 161 1179 0.73 0.73 0.73 0.73 0.14 T,405.68
— I — I
Total T61 11,79 0.53 0.73 126 0.00 0.73 0.73 0.14 T,405.68

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
~—

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
e —

Worker 0.03 0.03 0.07 0.00 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 48.33

— e
Total 0.03 0.03 0.07 0.00 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 48.33

3.10 Carpinteria Maintenance - 2014

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N?O CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.61 5.11 0.17 0.17 0.17 0.17 0.05 771.71
— e |
Total 0.61 5.11 0.00 0.17 0.17 0.00 0.17 0.17 0.05 771.71

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day

e e e ——

Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
e —

Worker 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 19.33

Total 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 19.33

3.11 Casitas Test - 2014
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Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOX Fugitive J Exhaust JPMIO Totalj Fugitve § Exhaust | PM2.5 JTotal CO2f  CHa N2O COze
PM10 PM10 pm25 | Pm25 | Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive DUSt 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.20 170 0.06 0.06 6.06 606 662 25728
Total 0.20 T.70 0.00 0.06 0.06 0.00 0.06 0.06 0.02 25724

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOX Fugtive ] Exnaust JPMI0 o] Fugtive J Exnaust T PM2.5 JTotal COz]  Cha NZ2O Coze
pvi0 | PM10 pv2s | pm2s | Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
— — I e ——

Taunng 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 606 600 X 600 X 600 600 600 606 0.00
Worker 601 001 601 6.00 001 000 0.00 6.00 600 567
Total 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 067

3.12 Santa Clara Test - 2014

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e e
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.20 1.70 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.02 257.24
Total 0.20 1.% 0.00 0.06 0.06 0.00 0.06 0.06 0.02 257.24

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOX Fugtve ] Exnaust JPMIO0 Toal] Fugtive J Exnaust | PM2.5 [ Total COZ]  Cha NZ2O Coze
PM10 PM10 pm25 | Pm25 | Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
I — I I e ——

Haunng 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 6.00 6.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.00 0.00 0.00
WorKer 601 6.01 6.01 6.00 001 6.00 6.00 600 6.00 067
Total 0.0l 0.01 0.01 0.00 .01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 067

3.13 Carpinteria Test - 2014

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOX Fugtve ] Exnaust JPMIO0 Toal] Fugtive J Exnaust | PM2.5 [ Total COZ]  Cha NZO Coze
PM10 PM10 pv2s | pm2s | Total
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Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.20 1.70 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.02 257.24
Total 0.20 1.% 0.00 0.06 0.06 0.00 0.06 0.06 0.02 257.24
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Total- Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 9.67
Total 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 9.67
3.13 Carpinteria Test - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N?O CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
I
Off-Road 0.19 151 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.02 257.22
Total 0.19 151 0.00 0.05 0.05 0.00 0.05 0.05 0.02 257.22
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e e e ——
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 9.45
Total 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 9.45
3.14 Golita Electrical - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e e
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.20 1.70 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.02 257.24
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Total I 0.20 I l.% I 0.00 I 0.06 I 0.06 I 0.00 I 0.06 I 0.06 I 0.02 I 257.24 I
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- - —
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
= —— — — — — — ~—
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
e —
Worker 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 19.33
Total 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 19.33
3.15 Santa Barbara Electrical - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- - —
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.20 1.70 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.02 257.24
Total 0.20 1.% 0.00 0.06 0.06 0.00 0.06 0.06 0.02 257.24
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
~—
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
e —
Worker 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 19.33
Total 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 19.33
3.15 Santa Barbara Electrical - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N?O CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
E—
Off-Road 0.19 151 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.02 257.22
Total 0.19 151 0.00 0.05 0.05 0.00 0.05 0.05 0.02 257.22
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Unmitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Total- Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
e —
Worker 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 18.89
Total 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 18.89
3.16 Golita Test - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOX Fugitive J Exhaust JPMIO Totalj Fugitve § Exhaust | PM2.5 JTotal CO2f  CHa N2O COze
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.20 1.70 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.02 257.24
Total 0.20 1.7-0 0.00 0.06 0.06 0.00 0.06 0.06 0.02 257.24
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e e e ——
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
e —
Worker 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 19.33
Total 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 19.33
3.16 Golita Test - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e e
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.19 1.51 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.02 257.22
Total 0.19 1.51 0.00 0.05 0.05 0.00 0.05 0.05 0.02 257.22
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalj Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
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Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
e —
Worker 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 18.89
Total 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 18.89
3.17 Santa Barbara Test - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- - —
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
o — — — —
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.19 151 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.02 257.22
Total 0.19 151 0.00 0.05 0.05 0.00 0.05 0.05 0.02 257.22
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N?O CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
~—
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
e —
Worker 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 18.89
Total 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 18.89
3.18 Ortega Electrical - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N-20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
I
Off-Road 0.19 151 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.02 257.22
Total 0.19 151 0.00 0.05 0.05 0.00 0.05 0.05 0.02 257.22
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e e e ——
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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—
18.89

Worker 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Total 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 18.89
3.19 Ortega Test - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalj Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
o o —
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 0.19 151 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.02 257.22
Total 0.19 151 0.00 0.05 0.05 0.00 0.05 0.05 0.02 257.22
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- - —
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
e —
Worker 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 18.89
Total 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 18.89
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CalEEMod Version:

A_IrAA__lARAa A A

Date: 5/29/2012

Santa Barbara Reliability County Project
Ventura County, Winter

1.0 Project
1.1 Land Usage
Land Uses Size Metric
User Defined Industrial 0 User Defined Unit
1.2 Other Project
"'Urbanization Urban wind Speed (mi/s) Utility Southern California Edison
Combp
Climate Zone 8 2.6
Precipitation Freq
(Navs)
31
2.0 Emissions Summary
2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)
Unmitigated Construction
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N-20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year Ib/day Ib/day
I — - e
2014 7.79 61.84 0.77 2.80 3.15 0.01 2.80 2.81 0.00 0.69 0.00 9,350.91
2015 0.61 457 0.07 0.15 0.22 0.00 0.15 0.15 0.00 0.05 0.00 815.71
Total NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
3.0 Construction Detail
3.2 Carpinteria Civil - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM-2.5 Total CO2 CH4 N?O CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 2.90 22.80 1.02 1.02 1.02 1.02 0.26 4,112.45
Total 2.90 22.80 1.02 1.02 1.02 1.02 0.26 4,112.45

Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
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ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust FMlO Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N-20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e e e
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.07 0.06 0.13 0.00 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 90.18
Total 0.0-7 0.06 0.13 0.00 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 90.18
3.3 Santa Clara Civil - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 1.3-2 10.16 0.49 0.49 0.49 0.49 0.12 1,437.32
Total 1.32 10.16 0.49 0.49 0.49 0.49 0.12 1,437.32
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e e e
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.03 0.02 0.05 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 36.07
Total 0.03 0.02 0.05 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 36.07
3.4 Carpinteria Electrical - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- I -
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e e
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 2.84 23.84 1.04 1.04 1.04 1.04 0.25 3,065.04
Total 2.84 23.84 0.00 1.04 1.04 0.00 1.04 1.04 0.2-5 3,065.04
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalj Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e o o — ——
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 I 0.00
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Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.07 0.06 0.14 0.00 0.15 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 99.20
Total 0.0-7 0.06 0.14 0.00 0.15 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 99.20
3.5 Santa Clara Electrical - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- I -
ROG NOx Fugitive Exhaust §PM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e e
Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Off-Road 1.87 15.03 0.73 0.73 0.73 0.73 0.17 1,929.92
— — — — —
Total 1.87 15.03 0.00 0.73 0.73 0.00 0.73 0.73 0.17 1,929.92
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
- I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalj Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
e o o o —
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vendor 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Worker 0.05 0.04 0.09 0.00 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 63.13
— ———
Total 0.05 0.04 0.09 0.00 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 63.13
3.6 Casitas Civil - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
- I - -
ROG NOXx Fugitive Exhaust JPM10 Totalf Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 [ Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
o v — I — o ey
Off-Road 2.90 22.80